UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY EDUCATION

November 10, 2022

Mr. Tony L. Dearman

Director

Bureau of Indian Education

United States Department of Interior
1849 C Street NW

Washington, DQ0240

Dear Director Dearman:

Thank you for your participation i n Ofdssesstdentpeer Depar t
review process under Title | of tiigementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESE&ppreciate the

efforts of theBureau of Indian Education (BIE) prepare for the review, which occurredpril 2022,

Specifically, the BIE submitted evidence regarding the grad@sahd high school general assessment in
reading/language arts (R/LA) and mathemat®&RCC) grades 38 and high school alternate assessment

based on alternate academic achievement standard8A&) in R/LA and mathematicMSAA); and

English language proficiency (ELP) geng@CCESS)and alternatéAlternate ACCESSassessments

State assessment systems provide essential information that States, districts, schedigaamdean use to

identify the academic needs of students, target resources and supports toward students who need them most,
evaluate school and program effeetiress, and close achievement gaps among students, including students with
disabilities and English learners. A highality assessment system also provides useful information to parents
about their childrenbs advan-eeanendt amgdamdeés. ahhle aReép
review of State assessment systems is designed to provide feedback to States to support the development and
administration of higlguality assessments.

External peer reviewers and Department staff carefully evaltia®IESG submission and the Department
found,based on the evidence received, that this componénhoé  BskeSsinent system met some, but not

all of the statutory and regulatory requirements of the ESEA. Based on the recommendations from this peer
review and our own analysis Bfl Es@lsnission, | have determined the following

1 Reading/language arts (R/LA) and mathematics general assessments in- @ @aAKREC) Partially

meets requirementof the ESEA

1 R/LA and mathematics genemdsessments in high sch@RISAA): Substantially meets

requirements of the ESEA

1 ELP general assessments (ACCES$Rirtially meets requirements of the ESEA.

1 ELP alternate assessments (Alternate ACCEB&Yially meets requirementsof the ESEA
Substantially meets requirementsneans that that component meets most of the requirements of the statute
and regulations, but some additional information is requirkd.list of items for BIE to submit is enclosed with
this letter.The Department expedtsat BIE will likely be ableo provide this additional information within one
year.

Partially meets requirementaneans that these componettsnotmeeta numbeof the requirements of the
statute and regulatiomsmdthatBIE will needto provide substaral information to demonstrate it meets the
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requirementsThe Department expects that BIE may need more than one year to submit all of the required
information.

Because the BIE must submit substanti al exdtidg ti onal
Corrective Action Plan (CAP) to include these requirements. | request that the BIE submit a plan within 30 days
outlining when it will submit aladdtionalr e qui r ed documentati on for peer r
CAP will be updated to include the additional items that BIE must submit pertaining to the results of its
assessment peer review, the timeline to submit dachmentatiomaybed i f f er ent fr om Bl E& s
guarterly CAP updates for its other CAP itent$pon submission of the plan, the Department will reach out to

BIEt o schedule the next peer review. Resubmission of
once theState has all remaining evidence for a particular assessment component.

The full peer review notes from the review are enclosed. These recommendations to the Department formed the
basis of our determinatioR.| ease note that thaey peierfsédr rfecommiemel ab e
feedback; we encourage you to read the full ppgewnotes for additional suggestions and recommendations

for improving your assessment system Depaproentdtaffwhat i ¢
willreachout to your assessment director in the next f e
determination and to answer any questions you have.

We also note that kile thestandard® ARCCassessmerfitassubstantiallymettherequirements fothe
consortum-specific critical element8IE must submievidence to demonstraiigat theshortenedorm of
PARCC that it administemmaintainsadequate technical qualitgr critical elementpossibly impacted bthe
reductionin test items

We are currently planning assessment peer reviews for winter 2023 (submission of documentation by January 6,
2023) and summer 2023 (submission of documentation by June 30, 2023). We look forward to a mutually
agreeabletimetobce dul e peer reviews for any of the Stateds
is needed. Also, please remember th&ilE makes significant changes to any of its assessments, the State must
submit information about those changes to the Deyart for review and approval.

Thank you for your ongoingommitment to improving educational outcomes for all students. | appreciate the
work you are doing to improve your schools and provide a-tighity education for your students.
If you have any gestions, please contact my staff B BEA.Assessment@ed.gov

Sincerely,

/sl

James F. Lane, Ed.D.

Senior Advisor, Office of the Secretary
Delegated the Authority to Perform the
Functions and Duties of the Assistant Secretary
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education

Enclosures

cc: Maureen LeskyBIE Acting Chief Academic Officer
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Critical Elements Where Additional Evidenceis Needed or Bl E6s As stelestlB®EAt Sy st en
Requirements

Critical Element Evidence Needed

1.27 Coherent and For the general ELP assessment (ACCESS) and the alternate ELP assessment (Alte
Rigorous Academic ACCESS):

Content Standards 1 Evidence demonstrating the ELP standards align to the State academic content
/Aligned English standards. The ELP standards must contain language proficiency expectations tl
Proficiency Standards reflect the language needed for English learners (ELSs) to acquire and demonstra

achievement of the knowledge and ski
standards appropriate to each grimel/gradeband in at least reading/language art
mathematics, and science.

1.37 Required For the Alternate ACCESS:

Assessments 9 Evidence that the BIE assessment system includes an annual alternate ELP asse
aligned with State ELP standards (e.g., evidence that the State has implemented
Alternate ACCESS for kindergarten once it becomes available).

1.47 Policies for For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES®&nd Alternate ACCESS assessments:
Including All Students | § Evidencethat BIErequires the inclusion of all publalementary and secondary schoi
in Assessments students in its assessment system and clearly and consistently communicates thi

requirement to districts and schools (e.qg., test coordinator, test administration, an
accommodations manuals)

1 For students with disabilitiesyidence of policies which state that all students with
disabilities, including those children with disabilities publicly placed in private schc
as a means of providing special education and related services, must be includec
assessment system.

For the PARRC and MSAA:

1 Evidence of policies that clearly state that all ELs must be included in all aspects
content assessment system, unB&shas chosen the optigrermitted in the ESEAor
recently arrived ELs under which such ELs are exdmopt one administration of its
reading/ language arts assessment.

2.17 Test Design and @ For the PARCC:

Development 1 Evidenca h at vddiok df the test design and test development process is wel
suited for the content, is technically sound, aligns the assessments to the depth a
breadth oB | Eaaglemic content standards for the grade that is being assessed

includes:
0 Processeto ensure that each academic assessment is tailored to the knowled:
skills included in the Stateds acact

inclusion of challenging content, and requires complex demonstrations or
applications of knowledge arstills (i.e., highetorder thinking skills).

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

9 Evidence of test blueprints that describe the structure of each assessment in suffi
detail to support the development of assessments that measure the depth and br
theBIE ELP standards and reflect appropriate inclusion of the range of cotyplexi
found in the standards, specifically:

o Evidence that the test blueprints include the number of items for each standa
subdomain.

o Evidence of a description of the item selection process for paper test forms tt
adheres to the test blueprints.
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Critical Element
2.271 Item
Development

2.371 Test
Administration

2.47 Monitoring Test
Administration

2.571 Test Security

Evidence Needed

For the ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE uses reasonable and technically sound procedures to develop a
select items to assess student ELP basdllorEELR standards in terms of content
and language processes (e.g., documentation on the qualifications of item review
such as their grade Idgeaught, years of experience, and demographic diversity).

For the Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE uses reasonable and technically sound procedures to develop a
select items to assess student ELP basdllorEaftesnate ELP standards in terms of
content and language processes (e.g., evidence that the item development proce
includes experts with knowledge of ELs with significant cognitive disabilities and t
grade levels taught, years of experience, and demographic diversity).

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES&nd Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidencethat BIEimplements policies and procedures for standardized test
administration Specifically:

o Evidence of established procedures to ensure that general and special educ
teachers, paraprofessionals, teachers of ELs, specialized instructional suppt
personnel, and other appropriate staff receive necessary training to administ
assessments akdow how to administer assessments, including, as necessa
alternate assessments, and know how to make use of appropriate accommc
during assessments for all students with disabilities.

For the MSAA, ACCESSand Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidencethat BIEhas established and communicates to educators clear, thoroug|
consistent standardized procedures for the administration of its assessments, inc
administration with accommodatians

1 If BIE administers teatology-based assessmendscumentation that BlBas defined
technology and other related requirements, included techrblaggd test
administrationin its standardized procedures for test administration and establish
contingency plans to address pbsitechnology challenges during test administrat

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

9 Evidence for every assessmetiat BIEadequately monitors the administration of it:
assessments to ensure that standardized test administration procedures are impl
with fidelity acrossall BIE schools.

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES&nd Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidencethat BIEhas implemented and documented an appropriate set of policies
procedures to prevent test irregularities and ensure the integrity of test results thr:
o Prevention of any assessment irregularities, including maintaining the security

test materials (both during test development and at time of test administration)

proper test preparation guidelines and administration procedures, in@gerting

procedures, consequences for confirmed violations of test security, and

requirements for annugrining at the district and school levels for all individual

involved in test administration

Detection of test irregularities

o Remediation following any test security incidents involving anB of E 6 s
assessments

o Investigation of alleged or factual tégegularities (e.g.B | Epblies and
procedures for responding to reported irregularities and investigating, where
appropriate, alleged or actual security lapses and test irregularities; summary
reports or redacted examples of completed investiggtion

(@)
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Critical Element

2.61 Systems for
Protecting Data
Integrity and Privacy

3.17 Overall Validity,
including Validity
Based on Content

3.271 Validity Based
on Cognitive
Processes

3.471 Validity Based
on Relationshps with
Other Variables

4.17 Reliability

Evidence Needed

o Application of test security procedures to all assessments in the system (e.g.,
Documentation that aBIE assessments are addressed with regard to test sect
in BIE policies and procedures).

For the PARCC, the MSAA the ACCES&hd the Alternate ACCESS:

9 Evidence the State has policies and procedures in place to protect the integrity ar
confidentiality of its test materials, testlateddata, and personally identifiable
information, specifically:

o To protect the integrity of its testlated data in test administration, scoring, stor
and use of results

0 To secure studet¢vel assessment data and protect student privacy and
confidentidity, including guidelines for districts and schools

o0 To protect personally identifiable information about any individual student in
reporting, including defining the minimum number of students necessary to all
reporting of scores for all students anad&nt groups.

For the PARCC:

1 Documentation thaheBIE version ofPARCC neasurethe knowledge and skills
specified inB | Ea@aslemic content standards, including:

o Evidence of adequate alignment betwBeh EaSsessments and the academic
content standards the assessments are designed to measure in terms of cont
knowledge and process), balance of content, and cogisitimplexity)

o Evidence that the assessments address the depth and breadth of the content
standards.

For the ACCESS:
I Evidence thaB | EHLB assessments measure the knowledge and skills specitied
ELP standardsspecifically:
o Evidence that the copetedWIDA alignment and correspondence studies are
based oB | Ecorgent standards.
o Evidence of a plan to address any issues identified in the alignment and
correspondence studies.

For the Alternate ACCESS

I Evidence thaB | Ea8sgessments measure the knowledge and skills specified in
alternate ELP standards (e.g., evidence of atplaldress any issues identified in tr
alignment and linking studies).

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1 Documentation of adequate validity evidence Bidt Ea@sessments tap the intendec
language processes appropriate for each geadd/gradeband as representediia
ELP standards, specifically:

o Evidence that items are reviewed based on the linguistic complexity of the
vocabulary, graphics, and other contimatures of the items.

o Evidence that the panel reviewing the items include language development e»

o EvidencethaBIEdocuments the reviewerso ju
being demonstrated by the items.

For the Alternate ACCESS:

1 Documentation of adequate validity evidence B&t Ea8sessment scores are relate
as expected with other variables.

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1 Documentation of adequate reliability i8rl Ea8sgssments consistent with national
recognized professional and technical testing standards, specifically:
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Critical Element

4.27 Fairness and
accessibility

4.37 Full
Performance
Continuum

4.47 Scoring

Evidence Needed
o Evidence of a plan to improve the consistency and accuracy of the assessme
since the values atew in some cases (e.g., ACCESS listening domain grade c
levels 25).
o Evidence of a plan to address the precision of the test forms in speaking and"
across all proficiency levels which could eliminate the almost bimodal nature ¢
test informdon function (TIF) curves.

For the ACCESS:

T Documentation of adequate reliabilit
nationally recognized professional and technical testing standards (e.g., evidence
the new folders of items and taskaveloped as a result of the annual refreshment p
have been included in the item bank).

For the Alternate ACCESS:

T Documentation of adequate reliabilit
nationally recognized professional and technical tgsttandards (e.g., evidence of T
for the overall assessment).

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE has taken reasonable and appropriate steps to ensure that its
assessments are accessible to all Edsfain across student groups, including ELs w
disabilities, in their design, development, and analysis (e.qg., evidenompfated
differential item functionindDIF) analyses based on disability status; and for Alterr
ACCESS, evidence of the rolleat universal design plays in the design, developmet
and analysis stages).

For the PARCC:

1 Evidence demonstrating the modified version of the assessment provides an ade:
precise estimate of student performance across the full performance continuum,
including performance for higland lowachieving students.

For the ACCESS and AlternateCLESS:

9 Evidence that the ELP assessments provide an adequately precise estimate of st
performance across the full performance continuum including performance for EL
with high and low levels of English language proficiency and with different profigie
profiles across the domains of speaking, listening, reading, and writing. Evidence
requested for critical element 4.1 (Reliability) will also satisfy this critical element.

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

9 Evidence thaBIE has established and documented standardized scoring procedul
protocols for its ELP assessments that are designed to produce reliable and mea
results, facilitate valid score interpretations, and report assessment resuitsiofies
ELP standardspecifically:

o Documentation of policies and procedures for requiring the inclusion of an EL
student with a disability in the a:
the student from taking one or more of the domains.

o Documentation on hoBIE will calculate a composite score on the assessment
cases where a studentds disability
the domains and a rationale for the scoring procedure.

o Evidence oB | Eséosing proceduresnd protocols, including how paper test
forms of the speaking test are scored and monitored.
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Critical Element
4.57 Multiple
Assessment Forms

4. 71 Technical
Analysis and Ongoing
Maintenance

5.17 Procedures for
Including Students
with Disabilities

Evidence Needed

For the ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE ensures that all forms of the assessment adequately repte&dir
standards and yield consistent score interpretations such that the forms are comg
within and across settings, specifically:

o Evidence of an equating plan for the paper test forniseolistening and reading
tests.
o Evidence of a rationale for using anchor item sets for the reading tests.

For the Alternate ACCESS:

9 Evidence that the State ensures that all forms of the assessment adequately repr
St at ed0s adtahdardsradtyield crisigtent score interpretations such that
forms are comparable within and across settings (e.g., evidence of a plan for equ
the forms).

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES@nd Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidence of adequate technical quality is made public, including postiBg o& 6 s
website (e.g., technical reports for assessments, copies of peeroatcene letters
received, and other memoranda or reports that address the technical quality of th
assessments).

For the MSAA:

9 Evidence that the State has in place procedures to ensure trsgoindf all public
elementary and secondary school students with disabiliti®d irca8sessment systen

1 Evidence that decisions about how to assess students with disabilities are be mau
studentds | EP Team under setidnbo¥,ortheh e p
individual or team designated by a district to make that decision under Title Il of tt
Americans with Disabilities ACtADA), as applicable, based on each studt 6 s
individual abilities and needs.

1 Evidence of established guidelines foratatining whether to assess a student with :
AA-AAAS, including:
oA State definition of fAstudents wit
addresses factors related to cognitive functioning and adaptive behavior
o Evidence of information provided to IEP Teams to inform decisions about stuc
assessments that:

A Provides a clear explanation of the differences between assessments alig
with gradelevel academic achievement standards and those aligned with
alternateacademic achievement standards, including any effects of State a
local policies on a studesteducation resulting from taking an ARAAS,
such as how participation in such assessments may delay or otherwise aft
student from completing the regeiments for a regular high school diplama

A Ensursthat parents of students assessed with aspNAAS are informed that
their childbés achievement will be
achievement standards

A Does mt preclude a student with the mogjrsficant cognitive disabilities who
takes an AAAAAS from attempting to complete the requirements for a regt
high school diploma

A Promots, consistent with requirements under the IDEA, the involvement al
progress of students with the most significamgnitive disabilities in the
general education curriculum that
standards for the grade in which the student is entolled

A Develops, disseminateinformation on, and promas¢he use of appropriate
accommodations to ensure that a student with the most significant cognitiy
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Critical Element

5.27 Procedures for
Including English
Learners

Evidence Needed

disabilities who does not take an AMAAS participates in academic
instruction and assessments for the grade in which the student is enrolled.

1 Evidence thaBIE has in place and monitors implementation of guidelines for IEP

teams to apply in determining, on a chgecase basis, which students with the mos
significant cognitive disabilities will be assessed based on alternate academic
achievement standardbapplicable. Such guidelines must be developed in accord
with 34 CFR § 200.6(d).

For the MSAA:

1

Evidencethat BIEhas in place procedures to ensure the inclusion of all ELs in pub

elementary and secondary schoolgsmcademic content assessments and clearly

communicates this information to districts, schools, teachers, and parents, includi

a minimum:

o Procalures for determining whether an EL should be assessed with a linguistir
accommaodation(s)

o0 Information on accessibility tools and features available to all students and
assessment accommodations available for ELs

0 Assistance regarding selection of appiaigr linguistic accommodations for ELS,
including to the extent practicable, assessments in the language most likely tc
accurate and reliable information on what those students know and can do to
determine the student scontenarsat untilthe o f
students have achieved English language proficiency.

5.37 Accommodations | For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES%nd Alternate ACCESS:

5.47 Monitoring Test

Administration for
Special Populations

1

Evidencethat BIEmakes available appropriate accommodations and ensures that

assessments are accbhsto students with disabilities and ELSs, including ELs with

disabilities. Specifically:

o Evidence ofa process to individually review and allow exceptional requests for
small number of students who require accommodations beyond those routine
allowed.

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1

Evidencethat BIEensures that appropriate accommodations are available fardLs
hasdetermined that the accommodations it provides (1) are appropriate and effec
for meeting the individual studentaods
alter the construct being assessed, and (3) allow meaningful interpretationdtsf res
and comparison of scores for students who need and receive accommodations al
students who do not need and do not receive accommodations.

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES&nd Alternate ACCESS

)l

Evidencethat BIEmonitors test administration in its districts and schools to ensure

appropriate assessments, with or without accommodations, are selected for all st

with disabilities and ELs so that they are appropriately included in assetssand

receive accommodations that are:

o Consistent witlB | Epbligies for accommodations

o Appropriate for addressing a stude]
assessment administered

o Consistent with accommodations provided togtuglents during instruction and/co
practice

o Consistent with the assessment acc:
under IDEA, placement team convened ursgetion 504; or for students coverec
by Title Il of the ADA, the individual or team dgsated by a district to make the:
decisions; or another process for an EL

0 Administered with fidelity to test administration procedures
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Critical Element Evidence Needed
o Monitored for administrations of all required academic content assessments a
AA-AAAS.

6.17 State Adoption For the PARCC:

of Academic 1 Evidencethat BIEformally adopted challenging academic achievement standards
Achievement R/LA, mathematics, and science for all students, specifically:

Standards for All o That BIEformally adoped academic achievement standards in the required tes
Students grades

o That BIEapplies its academic achievement standards to all public elementary
secondary school students enrolled in the grade to which they apply, with the
exception of students with tmeost significant cognitive disabilities to whom
alternate academic achievement standards may.apply

o That dddé&micachievement standards include: (1) at least three levels «
achievementincluding one level for advanced achieveméy};descriptions of the
competencies associated with each achievement level; and (3) achievement ¢
that differentiate amonte achievement levels (e.the Performance Level Settir
Technical Report may provide evidence for achievement scores differentiating
between performance levels).

For the MSAA:
1 Evidencethat BIEformally adopted challenging alternate academic achiene
standards ifR/LA, mathematics, and science for all students, specifically:
o That BIEformally adopted alternate academic achievement standards in the
required tested grades for students with the most significant cognitive disabilit
o That BIEapplies its alternate academic achievement standards to all public
elementary and secondary school students with the most significant cognitive
disabilities to whom alternate academic achievement standards may apply
o That didrnaté academic achievememtngtards include: (1) at least three
levels of achievemeniticluding one level for advanced achieveméay;
descriptions of the competencies associated with each achievement level; an
achievement scores that differentiate among the achievement levels

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCEESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE adopted ELP achievement standards that address the different
proficiency levels of ELs

1 If BIE has developed alternate ELP achievement standarndgnce thait has adopted
them only for ELs who &rstudents with the most significant cognitive disabilities w
cannot participate in the regular ELP assessment even with appropriate
accommodations.

6.271 Achievement For the Alternate ACCESS:

Standards Setting 9 Evidence thaBIE used a technically sound method and process for sattamgpate
ELP achievemenstandards, such that cut scores are developed for every grade
level/gradeband, content domain/language domain, and/or composite for which
proficientlevel scores are repodée.g., evidence of the reliability of the cut scores i
the validity of recommended interpretations since the same cut scores are used fi
gradelevel clusters).
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Critical Element

6.31 Challenging and
Aligned Academic
Achievement
Standards

6.47 Reporting

Evidence Needed

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaBIE has ensured that ELP assessment results are expressed in terrr
are clearly aligned witits ELP standards and performaregel desciptors (e.g.,
evidence of a clear description of the process used to develop the ELP achievem
standards so that it is clear, for example, Biat Ectitscores were set and performar
level descriptors written to reflect the depth and breadB lofEELR standards for
each graddevel and graddéand).

For the PARCC, MSAA, ACCES&nd Alternate ACCESS:

1 Evidence thaB | Eiridiwidual student interpretive, descriptive, and diagnostic repc

(0]

Provide information to help parentsachers, and principals interpret the test
results and address the specific academic needs of students (or, as applicabl
specific English learner needs for ELS)

Are, to the extent practicable, written in a language that parents and guardiar
undersand or, if it is not practicable to provide written translations to a parent
guardian with limited English proficiency, are orally translated for such parent
guardian

Upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by t
Americans with Disabilities Act, as amended, are provided in an alternate forr
accessible to that parent.

For the MSAA:
1 Evidence thaB | Eiridiwidual student interpretive, descriptive, and diagnostic repc

(0]
(0]

o

(0]

Provide valid and reliable nf or mat i on regarding a.
Report the studentb6s academi c-leeet hi
academic achievement standards

Provide information to help parents, teachers, and principals interpret the test
results ad address the specific academic needs of students

Are provided in an understandable and uniform format.

For the ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

1 EvidencethatBIEpr ovi des coherent and timely
attainmentofth&t at eds ELP st amrpanrds thep &rLes
proficiency in terms of the grade level/graaend ELP standards (including
performancdevel descriptors).
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Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevieeers does not necessarily reflect the final set of
additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets aklof the criti
elements for the assessment peer review. As a result, a State sfienuid the letter to the State, including the list of additional
evidence needk if any, from the Department.
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Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevieeers does not necessarily reflect the final set of
additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets aklof the criti
elements for the assessment peer review. As a result, a State sfienuid the letter to the State, including the list of additional
evidence needk if any, from the Department.
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS

Critical Element 1.1 State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All Students

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
For academic content standards: . . . o )

) MSAA 0001. Standards, Assessments, and Final rulemaking provided, but not specific information

The State brmally adopted challenging | accountability System about the actual adoption of the standards or how thesg
academic content standards for all Federal Registry Publication Date: 3/26/2020 applied uniformly for all BIE schools.
students in reading/language arts, Bureau of Indian Affairs
mathematics and science aaplies its When was the action taken to formally adopt the Standa
academic content standatdsall public MSAA 0004.25 CFR §30.104 and by who?
schools and public school students in
the State MSAA 0005. BIE Consolidated Agency Plan

MSAA 0006.BIE Agency Plan ED Approval Letter

Section 1.1 Summary Staten
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 Evidence offormally adopted challenging academic content standards for all students in reading/language arts, mathestégitseaadd applies its
academic content standatdsall public schools and public school students A8 ¢8 OAAT OA 1T £ AAEAOAT AA anbking ) ¢
when standards were adopted).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 1.21 Challenging Academic ContentStandards
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
For academic content standards: ) ) ) L . . ,
The Stateobs chal | e Bureaud Indian Education (BIE) Website: BIE does not provide information regarding alignment o
standards in reading/language arts https://www.bie.edu/landingage/standards the Standards with entrance requirements for ciesiting
mathematics. and science are aligr;ed w 1. College and Career Ready (Common Core) Stand coursework in public higher education nor with career a
entrance reqijirements for crebi¢aring in Math K-12 technical education standards.
coursework in the system of public high| 2. College and Career Ready (Common Core) Stand
education in the State and relevant Stat| I English Language Arts 2. The provided evidence does not address the remeints

career and technical education standarc of this critical element.

MSAA 0002.BIE College and Career Ready
Standards in Math, K-12

MSAA 0003.BIE College and Career Ready
Standards in English Language Arts, K12

Section 1.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
T The Statebds chall engi ngadag/landuagaarts, matbematiesnand ssidnee mard aignddswith entrance requirements for
bearing coursework in the system of public higher education in the State and relevant State career and technical addaetgsest examples for
Critical Element 1.2iMA St at ebdés Guide to the U.S. Depart mepd303.f Educati onbs

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 1.31 Required Assessments
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Qestions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The Stateds assess MSAA
annual general and alternate assessme Department staffvere able taletermine that the BIE
aligned withgrade-level academic administers general and alternate assessnrents
achievement standardsr alternate Reading/language arts and Matteach grade-8
academic achievement standards in: and at least once in high school

1 Reading/language arts (R/LA) and
mathematics in each of grade8 3
and at least once in high school
(grades 912);

1 Science at least once in each of thrq
grade spans {8, 69 and 1012).

AND

T he Sacadendcicantent
assessmentsust be the same
assessments administered to all studen
in the tested grades, with the following
exceptions:

1 Students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities may take an
alternate assessment aligned with
alternate amdemic achievement
standards.

1 A State may permit an LEA to
administer a nationally recognized
high school academic assessment i
lieu of the State high school
assessment if certain conditions are
met.

1 A State that administers an eoft
course higrschool mathematics
assessment may exempt dhgdade
student from the mathematics
assessment typically administered i

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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eighth grade and allow the student 1
take the State erdf-course
mathematics test instead.

1 The Department may have approve
the Stateunder the Innovative
Assessment Demonstration
Authority, to permit students in som
LEAs to participate in a
demonstration assessment system
lieu of participating in the State
assessment.

Section 13 Summary Statement
_X__ No additional evidence is required

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 1.41 Policies forIncluding All Students in Assessments

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Department staff determined that the Bi& not provided
sufficient evidence for this critical element. The submiss
provided documentation of BIE policiesandating the
inclusion of all students in the assessment sy$taifiailed
to provideevidence demonstrating e policies are clearl
conveyed to educatordiétricts, schools, angacherks

Critical Element

The Stateequires the inclusion of all
public elementary and secondary schoo
students in its assessment system and
clearly and consistently communicates
this requirement to districts and schools
1 For students with disabilities, polici€
state that all students \Wwitlisabilities
in the Stateincluding those children
with disabilities publiclyplaced in
private schools as a means of
providing special education and
related servicesnust be included in
the assessment system;
f For ELs:

0 Policies state that all ELs must
be included in all aspects of the
content assessment system,
unless the State has chosen the
statutory option for recently
arrived ELs under which such
ELs areexempt from one
administration of its reading/
language arts assessment.

o If a State has develep native
language assessments for ELs
R/LA, ELs must be assessed in
R/LA in English if they have
been enrolled in U.S. schools fc
three or more consecutive year!
except, if a district determines,
on a casdy-case basis, that
native language assessne
would yield more accurate and
reliable information, the district
may assess a student with natiy

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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language assessments for a
period not to exceed two
additional consecutive years.

0 If the State uses the flexibility
for Native American language
schools and programs: (1) the
State provides the content
assessment in the Native
American language to all
students in the school or
program; (2) the State submits
such content assessment feep
review as part of its State
assessment system; and (3) the
State continues to provide ELP
assessments and services for E
as required by law. The State
must assess in English the
studentsod6 achi
in high school.

Section 1.4Summary Statement

___Xx The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence the State requires the inclusion of all public elementary and secondary school students in its assessmentigatiyrarahdonsistently
communicates this requirement to districts and sch@ads, st coordinator, test administration, and accommodations mararads)

1 For students with disabilitiesyidence opolicieswhich state that all students with disabilities in the State, including those children with disabilities
publicly placed irprivate schools as a means of providing special education and related services, must be included in the assessment system;

1 Evidence of pliciesthat clearlystate that all ELs must be included in all aspetth®content assessment system, unless the State has chosen the
option for recently arrived ELs under which such ELs are exempt from one administration of its reading/ language agsssessm

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 1.57 Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments

(Note: this is a new requirement under ESSé\jt does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA dDd&mber

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

If the State has developed or amended
challengingacademicstandards and
assessments, the State has conducted
meaningful and timely consultation with!
i State leaders, including the Governi
members of the State legislature an
State board oéducation (if the State
has a State board of education).

1 Local educational agencies (includiy
those located in rural areas).

1 Representatives of Indian tribes
located in the State.

I Teachers, principals, other school
leaders, charter school leaders (if th
State has charter schools), specializ
instructional support personnel,
paraprofessionals, administrators,

other staff, and parents.

Department staff determinékatthe documentation
submitted demonstrated tB¢E conducted
meaningful consultatiothat providedribal
representativegeachers, schoaldministrators, and
other stakeholders an opportunityparticipate.
Department staff believe the BHas provided
sufficient evidence for this critical element.

Section 15 Summary Statement

__X_Noadditional evidence is required

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS

Critical Element 2.1 Test Design andDevelopment
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The Stateds test d
development process is walliited for the
content, is technically sound, aligns the
assessments the depth and breadth of
the Stateds asswmaadsn
for the grade that is being assesaad
includes:

1 Statement(s) of the purposes of the
assessments and the intended
interpretations and uses of results;

I Test blueprints that describe the
structure of each assessment in
sufficient detail to support the
development of assessments that a
technically sound, measure the dep
and breadtloft he St ated
level academiacontent standards
and support the intended
interpretations and uses of the resu

1 Processes to ensure that each
academic assessment is tailorethi®
knowledge and skills included the
Stateds academic
standards, reflectsappropriate
inclusion of challenging content, anc
requires compledemonstrations or
applications of knowledge and skills
(i.e., higherorder thinking skills).

1 If the State administers computer
adaptive assessments, the item poc
and item selection procedures
adequately suppbthe test design

See MSAA

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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and intended uses and interpretatio
of results.

1 If the State administers a computer
adaptive assessment, it makes
proficiency determinations with
respect to the grade in which the
student is enrolled and uses that
determination for alteporting.

1 If the State administers a content
assessment that includes portfolios,
such assessment may be partially
administered through a portfolio but
may not beentirelyadministered
through a portfolio.

Section 2.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.21 Iltem Development

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State uses reasonable and technici

sound procedures to develop and selec] See MSAA

items to:

1 Assess student achievement base
ontheSt at eés acade
standardsin terms of content and
cognitive process, including higher
order thinking skills.

Section 2.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

___ Thefollowing additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.31 Test Administration

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State implements policies and
procedures for standardized test
administration; specifically, the State:

il

Has established and communicates
educators clear, thorough and
consistent standardized procedures
for the administration of its
assessments, including administrati
with accommodations;

Has established procedures to ensy
that general and specialiezhtion
teachers, paraprofessionals, teache
of ELs, specialized instructional
support personnel, and other
appropriate staff receive necessary
training to administer assessments
and know how to administer
assessments, including, as necesse
alternate asessments, and know ho)
to make use of appropriate
accommodations during assessmer|
for all students with disabilities;

If the State administers technology
based assessments, the State has
defined technology and other relate
requirements, included tecblogy-
based test administration in its
standardized procedures for test
administration, and established
contingency plans to address possil
technology challenges during test
administration.

Standardized procedures for assessment
administration; accessillity tools, features, and
accommodations

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
Manual (2015) [MISSING]

Standardized procedures for assessment administrat
pp. 9, 10, 128

Accessibility tools and features, including use of read
pp. 9, 15, 2123

Instructions for accommodations, including usscibe
pp. 9, 1516, 2124, 3637

Expectations for training and test security regarding
test administration with readers and scribes

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators ) [MISSING]

1 Module 2: Overview of NCSC AAAS (Test) and
Testing Integrity

1 Module 3: Optimal Testing Conditions and
Assessment Features

1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
DeafBlind: Additional Directions fofTest
Administration

Standardized procedures for assessment
administration, (continued)

NCSC 3:Directions for Test Administration: Tables
of Contents and Front Matter for Mathematics and
English Language Arts- Reading Grades 3 8 and

11) [MISSING]

Documents NCSC-9 all appear to be missing from
submission.

MSAA 404 is also missing.

Comments provided based on accessible evidence for t
critical element, since the majority mdferenced
documents were not provided.

Provided documents do not demonstrate standardized t
administration procedures, nor how procedures are sha
with educators.

Provided documents do not provide evidence of establis
procedures for training itest administration and
accommodations. MSAA 402 provides a detailed list of
available accommodations, but not procedures on
implementation nor training requirements.

The linked MSAA website through the memo in MSAA
401 contains detailed technological ugegments for
devices, although not referenced here directly by BIE.
Evidence of contingency planning is not provided.

Referenced documents are likely outdated and predate
Bl E6s use of the assessme

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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NCSC 4:Procedures for Assessing Students Who
Are Blind, Deaf, or DeafBlind: Additional

Directions for Test Administration (secure test items
have been removed)[MISSING]

NCSC 8:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Administrators ) [MISSING]

NCSC 9:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Coordinators) [MISSING]

MSAA 402: MSAA 20182019 TA System User
Guide
p. 8, p.24

MSAA 404: MSAA 2018 2019 TesAdministration
Manual 2019
p. 11, p. 14, p. 19, and p. 2IMISSING]

Expectations for NCSC Online Test Administration
Training Requirements for Test Administrators and
Test Coordinators

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration

Manual (2015);) [MISSING]
pp. 17, 19

NCSC 7:Directions for Test Administration of
Mathematics Sample ltems Grades 3, 6, 11 and
Directions for Test Administration of English
Language Arts- Reading Sample Items Grades 4, 8,
11) [MISSING]

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators ) [MISSING]

1 Module 1: Training Regjrements and
Responsibilities of Test Administrators

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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1 Module 2: Overview of NCSC AMAS (Test) and
Testing Integrity

1 Module 3: Optimal Testing Conditions and
Assessment Features

1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure

for Assessing Students Who ABdind, Deaf, or

DeafBlind: Additional Directions for Test

Administration

Module 5: Navigate the Assessment System

Module 6: Before Test: Complete Demographics

LCI, and Accommodations

Module 7: Student Response Check

Module 8: Student Experience inet NCSC

Assessment System

Module 9: Mathematics DTA Administer the Test

Module 10: ELA DTAi Administer the Test

Module 13: Submitting or Closing a Test,

AccommodationsAfter Test, and End of Test

Survey

= —a =a =8

E ]

NCSC 6:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Coordinators ) [MISSING]

1 Module 1: Responsibilities of Test Coordinators

1 Module 2: Overview of NCSC AMAS (Test) and
Testing Integrity

1 Module 3: Navigate the NCSC Assessment Syst¢

1 Module 4: Create Users and Organizations

MSAA 0016.BIE Unified Assessments Test
Coordinators FAQs

Ensuring that all students are familiar with the item
format and online functionality including sample item;
before test administration

MSAA 3: Test Administration Manual 2016
p. 12(Sample Test ltems)

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Documentation of procedures to ensure tiest
administrators and coordinators access and completg
required training for each test administration

NCSC 8:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Administrators; pp. 2226) [MISSING]

NCSC 9:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Coordinators; pp. 6870) [MISSING]

Defined technology and related requirements

NCSC 8:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Administrators; pp. 6667) [MISSING]

NCSC 9: NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Coordinators, pp. 7273) [MISSING]

Technologybased standardized test administration
procedures

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
Manual (2015} pp. 9 18, and 2134) [MISSING]

Contingency plans that outline strategies for managin
possible challenges alisruptions during test
administration

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
Manual (2015} pp. 16, 19, 33 [MISSING]

NCSC 8:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Administrator; p. 2) [MISSING]

NCSC 9:NCSC Assessment System User Guide for
Test Coordinator; p. 6) [MISSING]

MSAA 400: edCount Management NCSC License
Agreement Technology System and Test ltems
p.8

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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MSAA 401 Email from D. Spitz

MSAA 403 MSAA Practice Site Screenshofwith
Sample ltems)

Evidence prior to the 2015 administration of the NCS
assessments, the state partners established and
communicated to both test administrators (TA) and t¢
coordinators (TC) procedures for troubleshooting
technology issues and recommended sample items
use as practice opportunities for both administratorg
and students.

NCSC 1Test Administration Manual 2015
(Sample Test Items)
p. 13) [MISSING]

NCSC 1Test Administration Manual 2015
(Test Administration Training Requirements)
pp. 1617, 19, 23 [MISSING]

NCSC 9System User Guide for Test Coordinators
(Technology Requirements)
pp. 7273) [MISSING]

NCSC 150perational Assessment Technical Manual
2015

(Administration Support, NCSGervice Center,
Additional Supports)

pp. 94-95) [MISSING]

NCSC 8:System User Guide for Test Administrators
(KeyboardOnly Navigation Shortcuts, Technology
Requirements)

pp. 6567) [MISSING]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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on)

Evidence that for NCSC administration instructions,
guidelines, and training are annually reviewed and
revised as necessary based on administration
irregularities found
administration.

NCSC 1Test Administration Manual 2015
(Responsibilities for Test Administrators)
pp. 1617) [MISSING]

Evidence that for MSAA, administration instructions,
guidelines, and training are annually reviewed and

revised as necessary based on administration
irreqular i ti es found durin
administration.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Section 2.3Summary Statement
____Noadditional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element2.3%in St at e6s GDegdartmenhheot. Educati ono6spdB&sessment

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.4 1 Monitoring Test Administration

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Documentation submitted by the Biiovided policies for
test administration bubepartment staff could not find
policies procedure®r evidence oBIE moritoring of test
administrations

Critical Element

The State adequately monitors the
administration of its State assessments
ensure that standardized test
administration procedures are
implemented with fidelity across distts
and schools. Monitoring of test
administration should be demonstrated
all assessments in the State system: thg
general academic assessmeamdthe
AA-AAAS.
Section 2.4Summary Statement
_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

Evidence the Statedequately monitors the administration of its State assessments to ensure that standardized test administration grocedures a

implemented with fidelity across districts and schools. Monitoring of test administration should be demonstrated éssadirassn the State system:

the general academic assessments and thAAAS.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.571 Test Securit

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has implemented and
documented an appropriate set of polici
and procedures to prevent test
irregularities and ensure the integrity of
test results through:

1 Prevention of any assessment

irregularities, including maintaining

the security of test materials (both
during test development and at time
of test administration), proper test
preparation gidelines and
administration procedures, incident
reporting procedures, consequence
for confirmedviolations of test
security, andequirements for annua
training at the district and school
levels for all individuals involved in
test administration;

Detedion of test irregularities;

Remediation following any test

security incidents involving any of

the Stateds asse

1 Investigation ofalleged or factual teg
irregularities.

1 Application of test security
procedures to all assessments in th
State gstem: the general academic
assessmentnd theAA-AAAS.

=a =

Test security procedures before, during and after tes
administration

NCSC 1: NCSC AAAAS Test Administration Manual
(2015); pp. 1516,1819, 2528, and 3637
[MISSING]

Incidentreporting procedures and consequences

NCSC 1: NCSC AAAAS Test Administration Manual
(2015); p. 2§MISSING]

Requirements for annual test security training for Teg
Administrators and Test Coordinators

NCSC 1: NCSC AAAAS Test AdministratiorManual
(2015); pp. 17, 19, 2BMISSING]

NCSC 5: NCSC Online Test Administration Training
for Test Administrators

Module 2: Overview of NCSC AAAS (Test) and
Testing IntegrityfMISSING]

NCSC 6: NCSC Online Test Administration Training
for Test Coordiners

Module 2: Overview of NCSC AAAS (Test) and
Testing Integrity[MISSING]

Evidence that the NCSC vendors had in place prior t
the Spring 2015 NCSC administration secure data
transfer protocols, policies, and procedures.

NCSC 1:Test AdministratioManual 2015
(Open Response: Foundational Reading)

p.13[MISSING]

BIE must submit BIE Practice and Procedures when
finalized/approved

BIE references but does not provide several key pieces
evidence for this critical element.

BIE describesome compliant policies/procedures for the
Agency in the Evidence column, but does not include a
handbook, manual, formal policy document, etc. indicat
that they are in actual implementation or have been shag
both internally with Agency staff and witmember schools
and educators.

Provided documents do not demonstrate policies and
procedures to prevent test irregularities and do not defir
security training requirements.

Provided documents do not describe how test irregulari
are detected.

Provided documents do not describe the remediation
process for test security incidents.

Provided documents do not describe a process for
investigating test irregularities.

Provided documents do not demonstrate how test secu
procedures are applied tmimly for all assessments.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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NCSC 123:Architecture and Technology System
Requirements

(Component Transport; Security)

pp. 5356; 6469 [MISSING]

Evidence that the MSAA, vendors continue to have ir
place secure data trsfer protocols, policies, and
procedures.

MSAA 5 :BAFO Measured Progress for MSAA
(FERPA)

pp. 1920 [MISSING]

MSAA 3:Test Administration Manual 2016
(Open Response: Foundational Reading)
p.12

BIE Practice and Procedure: Upon completion of Teg
Administrator Training, each School Test Coordinato
must sign and submit the Alternate Assessment Test]
Security Form for Test Coordinators to the Chief
Academic Office, Assessments and Accountability U
annually.

BIE Practice and Procedure: School fl@sordinators
are required to complete at least one observation.
Students selected for observation should be those th
are more unique or for test administrators that are ne
or struggle with test administration.

Incident Reporting (Test Security Vidians, Students
not completing tests, opening closed tests, etc.

BIE Practice and Procedure: School Test Coordinato|
must contact BIE MSAA State Contact to report any
incidents that occurred during the MSAA Alternate
Assessment Test Administration-niais to the BIE
MSAA State Contact should include the NASIS ID on
of the student and a description of the incident.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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BIE Practice and Procedure: Alleged or factual test
irregularities will be reviewed/investigated by the Chi
Academic Office, Assessmerdaad Accountability Unit.
Appropriate remediation will follow, if needed.

Section 2.5S5ummary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Crititlament.

1 See examples for Critical Element2.54n St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. Depart memi34sof Educ a

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
25



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(alternate assessments)

Critical Element 2.61 Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy

Critical Element

Evidence(Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State hapolicies and procedures in
place to protect the integrity and
confidentiality of itstest materials, test
related data, and personally identifiable
information, specifically:

f

To protect the integrity of its test
related data in test administration,
scoring storage and use of results;
To secure studetiével assessment
data and protect student privacy ani
confidentiality, including guidelines
for districts and schools;

To protect personally identifiable
information about any individual
student in reportingncluding
defining the minimum number of
students necessary to allow reportir
of scores for all students and studer
groups.

Integrity and confidentially of test materials, test
related data, and PII

NCSC 15:NCSC 2015 OperationalAssessment
Technical Manual, Appendix 2C: Design for
Technical Platform for NCSC Assessment System
p. 15 of 25 (in page ne
L ay ¢MISSING]

Guidelines fordistricts and school$o secure student
level assessment data and protect student privacy ar
confidentiality

MSAA 0018.The Family Educational Rights and
Privacy Act: Guidance for Reasonable Methods and

Written Agreements

What i s Bl E#&igefomall mdicatarsrand
for reporting and accountability?

MSAA 0019.BIE Agency PlanExecutive Summary,

page 6

BIE provides a summary of FERPA requirements and
guidance, but does not show that the Agency has adopt
or implemented the policy, nor evidence that it has beer
shared with schools, educators, administrators, etc.

No other evidence is provided regarding policies and
procedures to protect data integrity, student privacy, or
in reporting as required by this critical element.

MSAA 0019 provides the BIE Consoéited Agency ESSA
Plan, which defines the minimumsize as 10 for all
indicators and student groups for reporting and
accountability.

The missing document, the NCSC 2015 Operational
Assessment Technical Manual, is likely not relevant giv
the date.

Section 2.6Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.

1 See examples for Critical Element 2.6An St at e 6 s

Gui de to t

he

U. S. Depart memaod7of Educa

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY 1 VALIDITY

Critical Element 3.1 Overall Validity , Including Validity Based on Content
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The State hadocumented adequate
overall validityevidence for its
assessmentonsistent with nationally
recognized professional and technical
testing standards.
evidence includes evidence that:

See MSAA

The Statebdbs acaden
measure the knowledge and skills
specified in the §
standardsincluding:

1 Documentation of adequate
alignment betwee
assessments and the academic
content standards the assessments
designed to measure in terms of
content (i.e., knowledge and proces
balance of content, and cognitive
complexity;

1 Documentation that the assessmen|
address the depth and breadth of th
content standards;

1 If the State has adopted alternate
academic achievement standards a
administers alternate assessments
aligned with those standards, the
assessments show adequate
alignment to the
content standards for the grade in
which the student is enrolled in term|
of content match (i.e., no unrelated
content) and the breadth of content

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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and cognitive complexity determine;
in test design to be appropriate for
students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities.

Section 3.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidencaeeeded w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.271 Validity Based on Cognitive Processes

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
validity evidence that its assessments te See MSAA
the intended cognitive processes
appropriate for each grade level as
represented in the
content standards

Section 3.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide logitédnale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.31 Validity Based on Internal Structure
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The State hadocumented adequate
validity evidencethat thescoring and See MSAA
reporting structures of its assessments i
consistent with the sulomain structures
oftheS t a acad&mic content
standards

Section 3.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brrationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.41 Validity Based on Relatiors to Other Variables
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The State hadocumented adequate

validity evidence hat t he St
assessment scores are related as expe|
with other variables.

See MSAA

Section 3.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The followingadditional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY 1 OTHER

Critical Element 4.171 Reliability

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
reliability evidence for its assessments f See MSAA
the following measures of reliability for
the Stateds studen
each student group consistent with
nationally recognized professional and
technical testing
assessments are ifemented in multiple
States, measures of reliability for the
assessment overall and each student gt
consistent with nationally recognized
professional and technical testing
standards, including:

T Test reliability
assessments estimated itsrstudent
population;

9 Overall and conditional standard
error of measure
assessments, including any domain
component subests, as applicable;

1 Consistency and accuracy of
estimates in categorical classificatio
decisions for the cigcores,
achievement levels or proficiency
levels based on the assessment
results;

1 For computeiadaptive tests,
evidence that the assessments
produce test forms with adequately
precise estimatesfas t udent
academic achievement

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 4.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.21 Fairness andAccessibility

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For all State academic assessments,
assessments should be developed, to t
extent practicable, using the principles (
universal design for learning (UDL) (see
definition?).

For academic content assessmenthe
State has takereasonable and
appropriate steps to ensure that its
assessments are accessible to all stude
and fair across student groups in their
design, development and analysis.

See MSAA

Section 4.2Summary Statement

No additional evidence lisquired or

91 [list additional evidence needed

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:

wi/brief rationale]

lsee pagle 2Babe b

Guide to the U. S. De p ar t mesSeptemiber 2B, @Ql/aldble at:n 6 s
www.ed.gov/admins/lead/account/saa.html

Asses

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.31 Full Performance Continuum

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The Stateéhas ensured that each
assessmenmtrovides an adequately preci See MSAA
estimate of student performance across|
the full performance continuum for
academic assessmentscluding
performance for highand lowachieving
students.

Section 4.3Summary Statement
____Noadditional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.41 Scoring

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State has established and documet
See MSAA

standardized scoring procedures and
protocols for its assessmetitsit are
designed to produce reliable and
meaningful resultdacilitate valid score
interpretationsand eport assessment
results i n t academsic o
achievement standards

Section 4.4Summary Statement
____Noadditional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.517 Multiple Assessment Forms
Evidence (Recorddocument and page # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

If the State administers multiple forms o
academic assessmentsgithin a content See MSAA
area and grade level, within or across
school years, the State ensures that all
forms adequately r
academic content standardsind yield
consistent score interpretations such thj
the forms are comparabbgthin and
acrss school years.

Section 45 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.61 Multiple Versions of an Assessment
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

If the State administers any of its
assessments in multiple versions within
subject area (e.g., online versus paper
based deliverygr a native language
version of the academic content
assessment grade level, or school year,
the State:

I Followed a desig and development
process to support comparable
interpretations of results for student
tested across the versions of the
assessments;

1 Documented adequate evidence of
comparability of the meaning and
interpretations of the assessment
results.

See MSAA

Section 4.6Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.71 Technical Analysis andOngoing Maintenance
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The State:

1 Has a system for monitoring,
maintaining, and improving, as
needed, the quality of its assessme|
system, including clear and
technically sound criteria for the
analyses of all of the assessments i
its assessment system (i.e., genera
assessments and alternate
assessments), and

1 Evidence of adequate technical
quality is made public, including on
the Stateds webs

Section 4.7Summary Statement

____No additional evidence is required or

BIE must provide evidence that it shares evidence of
technical quality publicly.

_X_ The following additionatvidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
T Evidence of adequate technical quality is made public, includin

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS

Critical Element 5.11 Procedures for Including Students withDisabilities

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has in place procedures to
ensure the inclusion of all public
elementary and secondary school stude
with disabilities
system. Decisions about how to assesg
students with disabilities must be made
a studentdés | EP Te
placement team under Section 504, or t
individual or team designated by a distril
to make that decision under Title 1 of th
ADA, as applicable, based on each

student déds individu

If a State adopts alternate academic
achievement standards for students witl
the most significant cogtive disabilities
and administers an alternate assessmel
aligned with those standards under ESE
section 1111(b)(1)(E) and (b)(2)(D),
respectively, the State must:
1 Establish guidelines for determining
whether to assess a student with ar|
AA-AAAS, including:

o A State defini
with the most significant
cognitive disa

addresses factors related to
cognitive functioning and
adaptive behavior;
1 Provide information for IEP Teams 1
inform decisions about student
assessments that:

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions forthe NCSC Alternate Assessment of
English Language Arts and Mathematics and
Training [MISSING]

How will the Secretaryprovide for the inclusion ofall
students in assessments?

MSAA 0007.25 CFR § 30.106

How will the Secretaryinclude students with
disabilities in assessments?

MSAA 0008.25 CFER § 30.107

How will the Secretary provide for alternate
assessments for students with the most significant
cognitivedisabilities?

MSAA 0009.25 CFER § 30.108

Guidelines to determine assessment using an alterng
assessment

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions for the NCSC Alternate Assessment of
English Language Arts and Mathematics and
Training ;

pp. 318. [MISSING]

Accessibility tools, features, and accommodations

BIE references but does not provide several key pieces
evidence for this critical element.

Provided documents do not demonstrate policies and
procedures to ensure inclusion of all students, including
those with disabilities. No evidencepmovided regarding
adoption of alternate academic achievement standards,

Provided evidence in MSAA 0007, 0008, and 0009
document the requirement for BIE to adopt inclusive
policies but not evidence of compliance and
implementation.

MSAA 0020provides the eligibility determination proces|
and documentation for students taking the alternate
assessment. No information regarding alternate
achievement standards is provided anywhere in the
documentation. The eligibility form states that studerds
eligible to take the asse
cognitive disabilities, o
functioning and adaptive behavior, but do not define or
explain this as required for this critical element.

Other required pieces diis critical element are not
provided because all other referenced documents are
missing.

MSAA 0020 provides a parent consent/information
component, but does not describe or explain alternate
achievement standards are required by this section.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
0 Provides a clear explanation o] NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
the differences between Manual (2015);

assessments aligned with grac
level academic achievement
standards and those aligned
with alternate academic
achievement standards,
including any effects of State
and local policies on a student
education resulting from taking
an AA-AAAS, such as how
participation in such
assessments may delay or
otherwise affect the student
from completing the
requirements for a regular higt
school diploma;
Ensure that parents of students
assessed with an AAAAS are
informed that th
achievement will be measured base
on alternate academic achievement
standards;
Not preclude a student with the mos
significant cognitive disabilities who
takes an AAAAAS from attempting
to complete the requirements for a
regular high school diploma; and
Promote, consistent with
requirements under the IDEA, the
involvement and progress of studen
with the most significant cognitive
disabilities in the general education
curriculum that is based on the
St at eds a atstdnelandsc

pp. 9, 2325, and 3637.[MISSING]

NCSC 4:Procedures for Assessing Students Who
Are Blind, Deaf, of DeafBlind: Additional Directions
for Test Administration [MISSING]

NCSC 8:User Guide for Test Administrators;
pp. 18, 2628, and 555.[MISSING]

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators

1 Module 3: Optimal Testing Conditions and
Assessment Features

T Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
DeafBlind: Additional Directions for Test
Administration

1 Module 6: Before Test: Complete Demograjshic
LCI, and AccommodationgMISSING]

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration

Manual (2015);
pp. 9, 2325.[MISSING]

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators

Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedures for|
Assessing $tdents Who Are Blind, Deaf, or Deaf
Blind: Additional Directions for Test Administration
[MISSING]

Guidance for IEP Team

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
for the grade in which the student iss NCSC 2: Guidance for IEP_ Teams on Patrticipation
enrolled; and Decisions for the NCSC Alternate Assessment of

1 Develop, disseminate information o| English Language Arts and Mathematicsand
and promote the use of appropriate| Training ;
accommodations to ensure thata | pp. 318.[MISSING]
student with the most significant
cognitive disabilities who does not | NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
take an AAAAAS participates in Manual (2015)
academic instruction and assessme| Student Participation Criteria;
for the grade in which the student is| p. 20.[MISSING]
enrolled.
f The State has in place and monitor{ NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration
implementation of guidelines for IEF Training for Test Administrators
teams to apply in determining, on a| Module 2: Overview of NCSC AAMAS (Test) and
caseby-case basis, which students | Testing IntegrityfMISSING]
with the mos significant cognitive
disabilities will be assessed based ( MSAA 0020BIE Alternate Assessment Participation
alternate academic achievement | Guidelines and Eligibility Determination
standards, if applicable. Such
guidelines must be developed in IDEA disability categories and assessment decisions

accordance with 34 CFR § 200.6{d)

NCSC 2: Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions for theNCSC Alternate Assessment of
English Language Arts and Mathematics and
Training ;

pp. 5, 67 (#2)[MISSING]

Promote access to general curriculum

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions for the NCSC Alternate Assessment of
English Language Arts and Mathematics and
Training ;

2 See the full regulation at 34 CFRR200.6(d) (online ahttps://www.ecfr.gov/cgbin/text
idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200 16&ryn=div8

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

42


https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8

STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(alternate assessments)

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
p. 7 (#4) [MISSING]

NCSC 11:Parent Overview of the NCSC Assessmen
System: Grades 3 8 and 11[MISSING]

NCSC 12:NCSC Brief 1: AA-AAS: Standards That
Are the fASame[MIBEING]Di f f er

NCSC 13:NCSC Brief 5: Standardsbased
Individualized Education Programs (IEPs) for
Students Who Participate in AAAAS [MISSING]

NCSC14.NCSC Brief 7: NCSCbd
Grade-Al i gned I nstruction &
Same Curricul um [MISSINGAI |

Section5.1 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Elemeésnttin A St at eb6s Guide to the U.S. Depart memeb6lof Educa

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.2 Procedures for Including English Learnersin Academic Content Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has in place procedures to
ensure the inclusion of all ELs in public
elementary and secondaghools in the
Stateds academic ¢
clearly communicates this information t(
districts, schools, teachers, and parents
including, at a minimum:
1 Procedures for determining whethe
an EL should be assessed with a
linguistic accommodatids);

1 Information on accessibility tools
and features available to all studen|
and assessment accommodations
available for ELs;

1 Assistance regarding selection of
appropriate linguistic
accommodations for EL.sncluding
to the extent practicable, assesstae
in the language most likely to yield
accurate and reliable information or
what those students know and can |
to determine the
skills in academic content areas unt
the students have achieved English
language proficiency.

English learners and accommodations

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions for the NCSC Alternate Assessment of
English Language Arts and Mathematics and
Training ;

p. 7 (#3)[MISSING]

How will theSecretanjinclude English learnerim
academic content assessments?

MSAA 0010.25 CER § 30.109

Accessibility tools, features, and accommodations fo
English learners

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration

Manual (2015
pp. 9, 2325.[MISSING]

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators

1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
DeafBlind: Additional Directions for Test
Administration[MISSING]

NCSC 8:User Guide for Test Administrators;
pp. 5565 [MISSING]

Guidance for selection of accommodations for Englis
learners

NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration

Manual (2015);

BIE references but does not provide several key pieces
evidence fo this critical element.

MSAA 0010 describes the general requirements for the
inclusion of all ELs in state content assessments, but d(
not address the alternate assessment. MSAA 0010 defi
BIE responsibilities but does not provide any evidence t
BIE is carrying out these responsibilities for ELs as
defined.

No evidence is providkregarding procedures for
determining linguistic accommodations, accessibility tod
and features, or selection of appropriate accommodatio

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

pp. 9, 24, and 387.[MISSING]

Critical Element

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration
Training for Test Administrators

1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
DeatfBlind: Additional Directions for Test
[MISSING]

Section 5.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element5.24n St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. Departmemé3 of Educa

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.37 Accommodations

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State makes available appropriate | Availability of accommodations for students with
accommodations and ensures that its | disabilities BIE references but does not provide several key pieces
assessments are accessible to studentg evidence for this critical element.
with disabilities and ELs, including ELs | NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
with disabilities. Specifically, the State: | Manual (2015} BIE provides some narrative descriptiongodictice and
1 Ensures that appropriate pp. 9, 24, 3837.[MISSING] procedures, but no formal posting or final written versio
accommodations, such as, of the policies to indicate they are implemented internal
interoperability with, and ability to | NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration or externally or have been shared with Agency and sch
use, assistive technology, are Training for Test Administrators staff.
available to measure tlagademic 1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
achievementof students with for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or | Provided evidence in MSAA 0007 and 0008 document {
disabilities. DeafBlind: Additional Directions for Test requirement for BIE to adopt inclusive policies but not
1 Ensures thaappropriate Administration[MISSING] evidence of compliance and implementation.
accommodations are available for
ELs; NCSC 8:User Guide for Test Administrator ; BIE does not provide any additional information regardi
1 Has determined that the pp. 18, 2628.[MISSING] available of accommodations, appropriateness of
accommodations it provides (1) are accommodations (for ELs or students with disabilities),
appropriate and effective for meetin| BIE Practice and Procedures:BIE pulls test type, process for review of request for exceptional
the individual s| accommodationsand assistive technology informatio accommodations, or assurance of meaningful participat
participate in the assessments, (2) ( from the Student Information System electronic IEP ¢ in the assessment as required by this critical element.
not alter the construct being assed, | €ach student being administered State Testing to ens
and (3) allow meaningful appropriate test type, accommodations and assistive
interpretations of results and technologies identiéd by each student with disabilitieq
comparison of scores for students | IEP team decision are administered.
who need and receive
accommodations and students who| Accommodations for English learners
do not need and do not receive NCSC 1:NCSC AA-AAS Test Administration
accommodations; Manual (2015}
1 Has a process to individually review PP. 9, 24, 3637.[MISSING]
and allow exceptiolaequests for a
small number of students who requi NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration
accommodations beyond those Training for Test A dministrators
routinely allowed Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedures for|
§  Ensures that accommodations for a| Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
required assessments do not deny | Primarily cite MSAA and NCSC for evidence

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

students with disabilities or ELs the
opportunity to participate in the
assessment arathy benefits from
participation in the assessment.

9 DeatfBlind: Additional Directions for Test
Administration[MISSING]

NCSC 8:User Guide for TestAdministrator;

pp. 18, 2628.[MISSING]

NCSC 15: NCSC 2015 Operational Assessment
Technical Manual

Principled approach to assessment development an
developing the item model

Chapter 2 Test Development.

Item Specifications Reflected in Example Annotated
Design Pattern and Task Template

Chapter 2 Test Development; Appendid2

Accessibility by Besigni Accommodations Committee
Work

Chapter 2 Test Development; AppendiB2
Chapter 4 Test Administration; pp.-88.
Documentation of accommodations, Student respong

check, Accessibility Features
Chapter 4 Test Administration; p. 96.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to

submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

Accommodaitions Frequencies
Chapter 6 Psychometric Analyses; Appendix.6
[MISSING]

NCSC 5:NCSC Online Test Administration

Training for Test Administrators

1 Module 4: Test Accommodations and Procedure
for Assessing Students Who Are Blind, Deaf, or
DeafBlind: Additional Directions for Test
Administration; pp. 6284 [MISSING]

Evidence of the NCSC Participation Guidance to
determine eligibility for all studers, including English
learners to participate in the test.

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions
(Introduction; Description of the [NCSC Alternate
Assessment]; Participation Decisions)
pp. 34 [MISSING]

NCSC 2:Guidance for IEP Teams onParticipation
Decisions

(Do Not Use the Following as Criteria for Participatio
Decision3

p. 5[MISSING]

NCSC 2Guidance for IEP Teams on Participation
Decisions

(How do | know if the [NCSC Alternate Assessment]
appropriate for an ELL with an IEP wbke language
proficiency makes it difficult to assess content
knowledge and skills?)

p. 8[MISSING]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to

submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 5.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ Thefollowing additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element5.3%in St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. De piewProoeembB640f Educ a

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.4 1 Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State monitors test administration il BIE Practice and ProceduresBIE will monitortest
its districts and schools to ensure that | @dministration in schools by esite observation and BIE provides a narrative descri_ption of practi'ce and .
appropriate assessments, with or withol electronically via the Student Information System to | procedures, but no formal posting or final written versio

Critical Element

accommodations. are selected dtir ensure that appropriate assessments, with or without of the policies to indicate they are implemented internal

students with disabilitieand ELs so that | @commodations, are selected dtirstudents with or externally or haveeen shared with Agency and schod

they are appropriately included in disabilitiesand ELs so that they are@ppriately staff.

assessments and receive accommodatil included in assessments and receive accommodatior

that are: Provided evidence in MSAA 0007, MSAA 0008, MSAA

1 Consistent with |MSAAO005.BIE Consolidated Agency Plan 009, and MSAA 0010 document the requirement for BIE
for accommodations: adopt inclusive policies but not evidence of compliance

1 Appropriate for addressing a MSAA 0001.Standards, Assessments, and implementation of a monitoring process as requicedhis
studentods disabi/ Accountability System critical element.

for each assessment administered; Federal Registry Publication Date: 3/26/2020

q Consistent with accommodations | Bureau of Indian Affairs
provided to the students during

The evidence provided describes the policy and
implementation of standards and assessment systems,

instruction and/or practice: How will the Secretaryprovide for the inclusion ofall | Not how BIE monitors test administration, as required fo
1 Consistent with the assessment students in assessments? this critical element. The prowdgq docgme_ntatlon. does
dati dentified b MSAA 0007.25 CFR § 30.106 show hav BIE ensures test administration is consistent
&S‘CtCOLTg]Z ?]"t)ng Is en : IeE Py aT o with policies for accommodations, appropriate for
placement team convened under How will the Secretaryinclude students with addressing disability and language needs, consistent w
Sections04- or for students covered| disatiliies in assessments? instructional accommodations, consistent with IEP or El
by Title II fth ADA. the individual plan accommodations, administered with fityeto
y lite [l ot the » (N Individual) pmsaAA 0008.25 CER § 30.107 procedures, or monitored for all administrations.

or team designated by a district to
make these decisions; or another
process for an EL

1 Administered with fidelity to test
administration procedures;

1 Monitored for administrations of all | MSAA 0009.25 CFR § 30.108
required academic content
assessmentndAA-AAAS.

How will the Secretary provide for alternate
assessments for students with the most significant
cognitive disabilitie8

How will the Secretary include English learners in
academic content assessments?

MSAA 0010.25 CFR§ 30.109

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 5.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for akkquirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element5.4Ain St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. Depart memodes5o0f Educa

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 6: ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING
Critical Element 6.11 State Adoption of Academic Achievement Standardfor All Students

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For acadenic content standards

The State brmally adopteathallenging
academic achievement standards
reading/language arts, mathematics, an
science for all students, specifically:

1 The State formally adopted academ
achievement standards in the requil
tested grades and, at its option,
alternate academic achievement
standards for students with thest
significant cognitive disabilities;

1 The State applies its academic
achievement standards to all public
elementary and secondary school
students enrolled in the grade to
which they apply, with the exceptior
of students with the mostgnificant
cognitive disabilities to whom
alternate academic achievement
standards may apply;

The Stateds acaden

standards and, as applicable, alternate

academic achievement standards, inclu

(1) at least three levels of achievement,

with two for high achievement and a thir

for lower achievement; (2)edcriptions of
the competencies associated with each
achievement level; and (3) achievement
scores that differentiate among the
achievement levels.

The State formally adopted academic achéenent
standards

MSAA 0001. Standards, Assessments, and

Accountability System
Federal Registry Publication Date: 3/26/2020

Bureau of Indian Affairs

How will the Secretary implement requirements for
standards?

MSAA 0004.25 CFR 8§ 30.104
MSAA 0005.BIE Consolidated Agency Plan

MSAA 0006.BIE Agency Plan ED Approval Letter

NCSC 15:NCSC 2015 Operational Assessment
Technical Manual

Development of Grade Level Performance Level
Descriptors

Chapter 7 Standard Setting; AppendiA7[MISSING]

NCSC 15:NCSC 2015 Operational Assessment
Technical Manual

Performance Level Descriptor Front Matter and
Performance Level Descriptors

Chapter7 Standard Setting; AppendixB. . [MISSING]

NCSC 15:NCSC 2015 Operational Assessment
Technical Manual
Performance level and scale score distributions

BIE does nospecify whether or not they have adopted
alternate achievement standards for students with cogn
disabilities.

No evidence is provided regarding achievement standa
and levels for alternate standards or the alternate
assessment.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Chapter 6 Psychometric Analyses;

pp. 130131 and Appendix-b. . [MISSING]

Critical Element

Section 6.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element 6.1An St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. Depart memeb66of Educa

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.2 1 AchievementStandards Setting
Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

The State used a technically sound
method and process that involved See MSAA
panelists with appropriate experience ai
expertisefor setting:

I Academic achievement standards
and, as applicablealternate
academic achievement standards

Section 6.2Summary Statement

____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide logitédnale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.31 Challenging and Aligned Academic Achievement Standards
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

For academic achievement standards:

~ See MSAA
The Statebds acaden

standards are challenging and aligned
with the Stateds a
standards and witentrance requirements
for creditbearing coursework in the
system of public higher education in the|
State and relevant State career and
technical education standards such that
student who scores at the proficient or
above level has mastered what student
are expected to know and be able to do
the time they graduafeom high school

in orderto succeed in college and the
workforce.

If the State haadoptecalternate
academic achievement standards for
students with the most significant
cognitive disabities, the alternate
academic achievement standaftlsare
al i gned widhdlenginge S
academic content standaifds the grade
in which a student is enrolle(®)

promote access to the general curriculu
consistent with the IDEA, (3)eflect
professionajudgment as to the highest
possible standards achievafie such
students(4) aredesignated in the IEP fol
each student for whom alternate acader
achievement standards apply; and (5) a
aligned to ensure that a student who me
the alernate academic achievement
standards is on track to pursue

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

postsecondary education @mpetitive
integratedemployment.

Section 6.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

___The following additional evidencerieeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.4 Reporting

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State reports its assessment results
all students assessed, and the reporting
facilitates timely, appropriate, credible,
and defensible interpretations and uses
those results by parents, educators, Sta
officials, policymakers and other
stakeholders, and the public.

The State reports to the public its
assessment results student academic
achievement for all students and each
student group at each achievement
leveP

Foracademic content assessmenthe
State reports assessment results, inclug
itemized score analyses, to districts and
schools so that parents, teachers,
principals, and administrators can
interpret the results and address the
specific academic needs of studentand
the State also provides interpretive guid
to support appropriate uses of the
assessment results.

1 The State provides for the productic
and delivery of individual student
interpretive, descriptive, and
diagnostiareports after each
administration of its academic

content assessments that:

Interpretive guidance for use with State report
NCSC 10:NCSC AA-AAS 2015 Guide for Score
Report Interpretation [MISSING]

Public Reporting of Assessment Data for Students w
Disabilities

Examples of reports of assessment results

NCSC 10:NCSC AA-AAS 2015 Guide for Score
Report Interpretation ;
pp. 1723. [MISSING]

Interpretive guides to support appropriate uses of
assessment results

BIE references but does not provide several key pieces
evidence for this critical element.

BIE provides some narrative descriptions of practice an
procedures, but no formal pasgi or final written version
of the policies to indicate they are implemented internal
or externally or have been shared with Agency and sch
staff.

BIE provides historical data for Annual Performance
reports and includes a link to the puliacing weésite
which reports assessment proficiency and participation
rates for students with disabilities. Because all data is
reported at the schot#vel only one or two data points is
available for the alternate assessment for any BIE scho
Aggregate data ameeded to provide meaningful
information for the public and for educators.

No evidence of interpretive guides and supporting
resources are provided.

No evidence is provided of a policy for how reports are
shared in a timely manner with all key stakeleot nor for
any of the other related reporting components of this
critical element.

BIE should ensure that documents submitted are currer
and relevant to the timeframe that the assessments wer
implemented for BIE.

3Although allstug nt s

with disabil

ities must be incl

apply only to children with disabilities as defined in section 602(3) of the IDEA.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to

uded in

submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element ) ;
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

o0 Provide valid and reliable
information regarding a
studentdéds acad
achievement

0 Reportthest udent 6s
achievementin terms of the
St at e blevel gcadendice
achievement standards;

0 Provide information to help
parents, teachers, and principal
interpret the test results and
address the specifacademic
needs of students

0 Are provided in an
understandable and unifar
format;

0 Are, to the extent practicable,
written in a language that paren
and guardians can understand {
if it is not practicable to provide
written translations to a parent ¢
guardian with limited English
proficiency, are orally translatec
for suchparent or guardian;

0 Upon request by a parent who i
an individual with a disability as
defined by the ADA, as
amended, are provided in an
alternative format accessible to
that parent.

1 The State follows a process and
timeline for delivering individual
student reports to parents, teachers,
and principals as soon as practicab|
after each test administration.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 6.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples for Critical Element 6.4An St at e6s Gui de to the U.S. Depart memil720f Educ a

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC

ASSESSMENTS
(if applicable; evidence for thisection would be submitted in ADDITION to evidence for sections 1 through 6)

Critical Element 7.11 State Procedures for the Use of Locally Selected, Nationally Recognized High School Academic
Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and pag# for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State has established technical
criteria to use in its review of any
submission of a locally selected,
nationally recognized high school
academic assessment. The State has
completed this review using its
established technical criteria and has
found tre assessment meets its criteria
priortosubmi tting for
assessment peer review.

The Statebs techni

determination that the assessment:

1 Is aligned with the challenging State
academic standards; and

I Addresses the deptnd breadth of
those standards.

AND

The State has procedures in place to
ensure that a district that chooses to us
nationally recognized high school
academic assessmegministers the
same assessment to all high school
students in the district except for
students with the most significart

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and pag# for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element ) ;
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

cognitive disabilities who may be
assessed with an AMAAAS

AND

The technical criteria established by the|

State in reviewing a locally selected,

nationally recognized high school

academic assessment must ensure that

use of appropriataccommodations does

not deny a student with a disability or ar

ELS

1 The opportunity to participate in the
assessment; and

1 Any of the benefits from participatio
in the assessment that are afforded
students without disabilities or
students who are not ELs

Section 7.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Element 7.27 State Monitoring of Districts Regarding the Use of Locally Selected, Nationally Recognized High School
Academic Assessments

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidege

The State must have procedures in
place to ensure that:

Before a district requests approval
from the State to use a nationally
recognized high school academic
assessment, the district notifies all
parents of high school students it
serves?

I That the district intends to request
approvalffrom the State to use a
nationally recognized high school
academic assessment in place of
the statewide academic
assessment;

1 Of how parents and, as
appropriate, students may provide
meaningful input regarding the
AEOOOEAOG O OANOA
students in public charter schools
who would be included in such
assessments); and

1 Of any effect of such request on the
instructional program in the
district.

Section 7.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidencerigeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidege

Critical Element

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Element 7.37 Comparability of the Locally Selected Nationally Recognized High School Academic Assessments with the State
Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence (Record @cument and page # for Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
future reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The locally selected, nationally recognized hi

school academic assessment:

1 Is equivalent to or more rigorous than the
statewide assessment, with respedt to
0 The coverage of academic content;
o0 The difficulty of the assessment;

0 The overall quality of thessessment;
and

0 Any other aspects of the assessmen|
that the State may establish in its
technical criteria;

1 Produces valid and reliable data on studg
academic achievement with respect to al
high school students and each subgroup
high schooktudents in the district thét
0 Are comparable to student academic

achievement data for all high school
students and each subgroup of high
school students produced by the
statewide assessment at each acade
achievement level;

0 Are expressed in terms cortsist with
the Stateds acadg¢
standards; and

o Provide unbiased, rational, and
consistent differentiation among
schools within the State for the
purpose of the State determined
accountability system including
calculating the Academic
Achievemenindicator and annually
meaningfully differentiating between
schools.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record @cument and page # for Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
future reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 7.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidencaeeeded w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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U.S.DEPARTMENT OFEDUCATION

Peer Review of State Assessment Systems

JanuaryMay 20225tate Assessment Peer

ReviewNotes

U. S. Department of Education
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education
Washington, D.C. 20202

O

Note: Peer review notes provide the combined recommendations of the individual peers t
the U.S. Department of Education (Department), based on the statute and regulations, the
Department s peer r evi e wssignalijudgemeatefthe avidehcet

)

submitted by the State. These assessment peer review notes, however, do not necessarily

reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to
demonstrate that its assessment system meetls of the critical elements for assessment
peer review. Although the peer notes inf
assessment system, the Department makes the final decision regarding whether the
assessment system meets the requirememtsthe statute and regulations. As a result, these
peer notes may not completely align with the final determination made by the Department,

he
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education
(general assessments)

Contents

SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND

ASSESSMENTS ... e e )
Critical Element 1.1 7 State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All
STUABNTS ..o e e e e e e 5
Critical Element 1.2 7 Challenging Academic Content Standards................. 6
Critical Element 1.3 7 Required ASSESSMENtS.......cccovvvviiiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeiiiiee e 7

Critical Element 1.4 7 Policies for Including All Students in Assessments .. 9

Critical Element 1.57 Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging

State Standards and ASSESSMENTS.......couiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeee e 11
SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS................. 12
Critical Element 2.1 7 Test Design and Development ............cccccvvvvviienenennn. 12
Critical Element 2.2 7 Item Development .............uuuiuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnns 14
Critical Element 2.3 7 Test AdmMIinNiStration.........cccccovviiiiiiiiiiiee e 15
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Critical Element 2.5T TeSt SECUILY ....ccoiiiiiiiiiiii e 23
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Critical Element 3.4 7 Validity Based on Relations to Other Variables........ 31
SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY T OTHER.......ccccceneene, 32

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevieeers does not necessarily reflect the final set of
additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets aklof the criti
elements for the assessment peer review. As a result, a State sfienuid the letter to the State, including the list of additional
evidence needk if any, from the Department.
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS ..........ccevvveeen.n . 40
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Critical Element 5.4 17 Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations
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SEUT BNTS L. 52
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SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY
RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC ASSESSMENTS ..60

Critical Element 7.1 7 State Procedures for the Use of Locally Selected, Nationally

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevieeers does not necessarily reflect the final set of
additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets aklof the criti
elements for the assessment peer review. As a result, a State sfienuid the letter to the State, including the list of additional
evidence needk if any, from the Department.
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Recognized High School Academic ASSESSMENtS .......ccccevvveiiieeeeiieeeiinnnnnnn. 60

Element 7.2 T State Monitoring of Districts Regarding the Use of Locally Selected,
Nationally Recognized High School Academic Assessments ........ccccc........ 62
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Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevieeers does not necessarily reflect the final set of
additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets aklof the criti
elements for the assessment peer review. As a result, a State sfienuid the letter to the State, including the list of additional
evidence needk if any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS

Critical Element 1.1 State Adoption of Academic Content Standards for All Students

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For academic content standards:

The State brmally adopted
challenging academic content
standards for all students in
reading/language arts, mathematic
and science angpplies its academi
content standardse all public
schools and public school students
in the State

Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) Website:
https://www.bie.edu/landingage/standards

1.

2.

College ad Career Ready (Common Core) Standardg
Math K-12

College and Career Ready (Common Core) Standard
English Language Arts 2.

Memo, BIE Website:
https://www.bie.edu/sites/default/files/inline

files/ICAO%20Assessments%20Memo0%2009%2017%20202]

https://www.bie.edu/sites/default/files/inline

files/ISAAS%20memorandum%20SY %2620

21%20%281%29.pdf

BIE provides link to state website with linked Comm
Core Standards for reading/language arts, math, an
science.

Does not address scienstandards directly, although
science listed on webpage.

Includes linked memos sharing updated information
with all education leaders within BIE.

Final rulemaking provided, but not specific informati
about the actual adoption of the standards or hoseth
are applied uniformly for all BIE schools.

Memos linked, but unclear how implementation is
actually monitored/assured.

When was the action taken to formally adopt the
Standards and by who?

Section 1.1 Summary Statement

____No additionakvidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 Evidence offormally adopted challenging academic content standards for all students in reading/language arts, mathematics andamidiesatand
academic content standatdsall public schools and public school studentge.g.OA AT OA

when standards were adopted).

i £ AAEAOCAT AA O " din® A

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element 1.2 Challenging Academic Content Standarc

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

For academic content standards: , . - . o . . o
The St at e 6acadenticadntersl PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiq No statespecific evidence providetiowever it is

standards in reading/language arts, Pearsor(February 28, 2019 required.

mathematics, and science are aligned w . . -
entrance requirements for creti¢aring PARCC technical report provided, but no specific
coursework in the system of public high indication of page numbers and supplemental
education in the State and relevant Stat information drawing the connection to the required
career and technical education starts. evidence.

Additional evidence needed to show stspecific
alignment. None provided outside of general consortiun
technical report.

Bl E6s I ndex document, spe
with regards to whether or not the adopted standards w|
modified which impacts the evidence required.

Section 1.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide batbnale:
T The Statebs challenging academic content standar ds c¢emequranardsifon gedit
bearing coursework in the system of public higher education in the State and relevardr8&atara technical education standdsée examples for
Critical Element1.2iA St at eds Guide to the U.S. Departmep303f Educationds

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element 1.31 Required Assessments
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The Stateb6s assess Department stafivere able taletermine that the BIE
annual general and alternate assessme administers general and alternate assessnrents
aligned withgrade-level academic Reading/language arts and Matteach grade-8
achievement standardsor alternate and at least once in high school

academic achievement standards in:

1 Reading/language arts (R/LA) and
mathematics in each of grade8 3
and at least once in high school
(grades 912);

I Science at least once in each of thrq
grade spans {8, 69 and 1012).

AND

T he Sacadendcicantent
assessmentsust be the same
assessments administered to all studen
in the tested grades, with the following
exceptions:

1 Students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities may take an
alternate assessment aligned with
alternate academic achievement
standards

1 A State may permit an LEA to
administer a nationally recognized
high school academic assessment i
lieu of the State high school
assessment if certain conditions are
met.

1 A State that administers an eoft
course high school mathematics
assessment may expt an 8 grade
student from the mathematics
assessment typically administered i

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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eighth grade and allow the student 1
take the State erdf-course
mathematics test instead.

1 The Department may have approve
the State, under the Innovative
Assessment Deamstration
Authority, to permit students in som
LEAs to participate in a
demonstration assessment system
lieu of participating in the State
assessment.

Section 13 Summary Statement
_X__ No additional evidence is required

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element 1.41 Policies forIncluding All Studentsin Assessments

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Department staff determined that the Bi& not provided
sufficient evidence for this critical element. The submiss
provided documentation of BIE policiesandating the
inclusion of all students in the assessment sy$taifiailed
to provideevidence demonstrating e policies are clearl
conveyed to educatordiétricts, schools, angacherks

Critical Element

The State requires the inclusion of all
public elementary ansecondary school
students in its assessment system and
clearly and consistently communicates
this requirement to districts and schools
1 For students with disabilities, polici€
state that all students with disabilitie
in the Stateincluding those children
with disabilities publiclyplaced in
private schools as a means of
providing special education and
related servicesnust be included in
the assessment system;
f For ELs:

0 Policies state that all ELs must
be included in all aspects the
content assessment system,
unless the State has chosen the
statutory option for recently
arrived ELs under which such
ELs areexempt from one
administration of its reading/
language arts assessment.

o If a State has developed native
language assessnistior ELs in
R/LA, ELs must be assessed in
R/LA in English if they have
been enrolled in U.S. schools fc
three or more consecutive year!
except, if a district determines,
on a casdy-case basis, that
native language assessments
would yield more accuratand
reliable information, the district
may assess a student with natiy

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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language assessments for a
period not to exceed two
additional consecutive years.

0 If the State uses the flexibility
for Native American language
schools and programs: (1) the
State povides the content
assessment in the Native
American language to all
students in the school or
program; (2) the State submits
such content assessment for pe
review as part of its State
assessment system; and (3) the
State continues to provide ELP
asseswments and services for EL
as required by law. The State
must assess in English the
studentsod6 achi
in high school.

Section 1.4Summary Statement

___Xx The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence the State requires the inclusion of all public elementary and secondary school students in its assessmentigatiyrarahdonsistently
communicates this requirement to districts and sch@ads, st coordinator, test administration, and accommodations mararads)

1 For students with disabilitiesyidence opolicieswhich state that all students with disabilities in the State, including those children with disabilities
publicly placed irprivate schools as a means of providing special education and related services, must be included in the assessment system;

1 Evidence of pliciesthat clearlystate that all ELs must be included in all aspetth®content assessment system, unless the State has chosen the
option for recently arrived ELs under which such ELs are exempt from one administration of its reading/ language agsssessm

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 1.57 Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments

(Note: this is a new requirement under ESS@\jt does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (Decémber 2015)

Critical Ele ment

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

If the State has developed or amended
challengingacademicstandards and
assessments, the State has conducted
meaningful and timely consultation with!
i State leaders, including the Governi
members of the State legislature an
State board of education (if the Stat
has a State board of education).

1 Local educatioal agencies (including
those located in rural areas).

1 Representatives of Indian tribes
located in the State.

I Teachers, principals, other school
leaders, charter school leaders (if th
State has charter schools), specializ
instructional support personnel
paraprofessionals, administrators,

other staff, and parents.

Department staff determinékatthe documentation
submitted demonstrated tB¢E conducted
meaningful consultatiothat providedribal
representativegeachers, schoaldministrators, and
other stakeholders an opportunityparticipate.
Department staff believe the BHas provided
sufficient evidence for this critical element.

Section 15 Summary Statement

__X_No additional evidence is required

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

11
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SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS
Critical Element 2.11 Test Design and Development

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The
development process is walliited for the
content, is technically sound, aligns the
assessments the depth and breadth of
theSt at eds

Statebs test d

a_c _a stamdarndsc

1

for the grade that is being assesaad
includes:

Statement(s) of the purposes of the
assessments and the intended
interpretations and uses of results;
Test blueprints that describe the
structure of each assessment in
sufficient detail to support the
development of assessments that a
technically sound, measure the dep
and breadtloft he St ated
level academic content standards
and support the intended
interpretations and uses of the resu
Processes to ensuteat each
academic assessment is tailorethi®
knowledge and skills included the
Stateds academic
standards, reflectsappropriate
inclusion of challenging content, ani
requires compledemonstrations or
applications of knowledge and skills
(i.e., higherorder thinking skills).

If the State administers computer
adaptive assessments, the item poc
and item selection procedures
adequately support the test design

Document 009:
PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiq
Pearsor{February 28, 2019

Document 001

New Meridian Technical Repo20182019

Section 2 page 12

Test Development 2.1 Overview of the Summative
Assessments, Claims, and Design

2.1.1 English Language Arts/Literacy (ELA/L)
Assessments Claims and Subclaims

2.1.2 Mathematics Assessment€laims and Subclaim

Test Blueprint

2.2 Test Development Activities

2.2.1 Item Development Process

Bank Analysis and Item Development Plan
Text Selection for ELA/L

Item Development

2.2.2 Item and Text Review Committees
Text Review

The Full (Flagship) and Short (ABO) high level
blueprints andPLDs at New Meridian links:
https://resources.newmeridiancorp.org/matkest-

design/
https://resources.newmeridiancorp.org/elgest-

design/

Document 008:
ABO Comparability Review Repofinal
[Missing]

New Meridian Technical Report makes a clear statemer
purpose for the assessment, interpretations, and resultg
AAl i gned to the Common Co
articulated in the Model Content Frameworks, the
summative assessments are designettermine whether
students are collegand careeready or on track, assess
the full range of the CCSS, measure the full range of
student performance, and provide data to help inform
instruction, intervention

Documentseferenced for test blueprints are insufficient
demonstrate depth and breadth of the content standard
describing only total number of test items within broad
categories. However, other linked documents on the
website (but not referenced by BIE) do poe/the needed
information:

1 Reading Evidence Tables

1 Writing Evidence Tables

1 Mathematics Claim Structure Document

1 Evidence Statement Documents

BIE provides the technical reports from the assessment|
vendors which state their claims and subclaims regardir,
content, but does not describe objective processes to al
test content and academic content standards. Referenc
sections of the technical report do not address the
requirement of demonstrating highender thinking skills.
The description of item devgdment and review provided
in the New Meridian Technical Report shows some
evidence of assurance of challenging content.

Peers were expecting to see information related to the |
and why the blueprint was reduced and evidence that th
assessment still alig with the depth and breadth of

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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https://resources.newmeridiancorp.org/math-test-design/
https://resources.newmeridiancorp.org/math-test-design/
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fresources.newmeridiancorp.org%2Fela-test-design%2F&data=04%7C01%7Caurelia.shorty%40bie.edu%7Cb2173339ef0541c2a73008d9c401e827%7C0693b5ba4b184d7b9341f32f400a5494%7C0%7C0%7C637756334752877136%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=7eUFHQEQvQ7gSOBW9BeRnEf%2FNmmNtm5giARpGeagTGQ%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fresources.newmeridiancorp.org%2Fela-test-design%2F&data=04%7C01%7Caurelia.shorty%40bie.edu%7Cb2173339ef0541c2a73008d9c401e827%7C0693b5ba4b184d7b9341f32f400a5494%7C0%7C0%7C637756334752877136%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=7eUFHQEQvQ7gSOBW9BeRnEf%2FNmmNtm5giARpGeagTGQ%3D&reserved=0

STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

and intended uses and interpretatio content standards. The referenced Comparability report
of results. would be helpful but was not included in submission

1 If the State administers a computer materials.
adaptive assessment, it makes
proficiency determinations with BIE does not administer compuwadaptive assessments.
respect to the grade in which the
student is enrolled and uses that The content assessment does not inchatéolios.

determination for all reporting.

1 If the State administers a content
assessment that includes portfolios,
such assessment mhg partially
administered through a portfolio but
may not beentirelyadministered
through a portfolio.

Section 2.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 Processes to ensure that each academic assessment is tailbeskhtmvledge and skills includedtinh e St at e 8 s ac ad e mflects ¢
appropriate inclusion of challenging content, and requires condgleronstrations or applications of knowledge and skills (i.e., higiter thinking
skills; see examples for Critical Element2.JAn St at eés Gui de t o t he Udesshhent PeerReview Pnasgs36. of Ed

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.21 Iltem Development

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State uses reasonable and technici

sound procedures to develop and selec] See PARCC

items to:

1 Assess student achievement base
ontheSt at eés acade
standardsin terms of content and
cognitive process, including higher
order thinking skills.

Section 2.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element 2.31 Test Administration

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State implements policies and
procedures for standardized test
administration; specifically, the State:

1 Has established and communicates
educators clear, thorough and
consistent standardized procedures
for the administration of its
assessments, ilugling administration
with accommodations;

I Has established procedures to ensy
that general and special education
teachers, paraprofessionals, teache
of ELs, specialized instructional
support personnel, and other
appropriate staff receive necessary
training to administer assessments
and know how to administer
assessments, including, as necesse
alternate assessments, and know h
to make use of appropriate
accommodations during assessmer|
for all students with disabilities;

1 If the State administetechnology
based assessments, the State has
defined technology and other relate
requirements, included technolegy
based test administration in its
standardized procedures for test
administration, and established
contingency plans to address possil
techrology challenges during test
administration.

Overview of Virtual Training Session
1. 11/9/20 BIE ELA/Math Spring 2021
Assessment Overview Training2MT
2. 12/1/20 BIE ELA/Math Spring 2021
Assessment Overview Trainingl® MT
3. 12/3/20 BIE ELA/MathSpring 2021
Assessment Overview Training2MT
4. 12/4/20 BIE ELA/Math Spring 2021
Assessment Overview Training-12 MT
Document 012: Overview Training PowerPoint
[Missing]

Pre-Administration Virtual Training Datesfor school
leaders, test coordinatord/Computer, SPED Teacher
etc.:
1. 1/11/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
2. 1/13/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
3. 1/15/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
Repeat Sessions:
1. 1/19/21 ELA/Math Test Adinistration
Training 9:003:30 MT9:00-3:30 MT
2. 1/26/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
3. 1/21/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training
Document 013 Test Admin training PowerPoint
[Missing]

Document 003:

2021 TEST COORDINATOR MANUAL Computer
Based & PapeBased Testing Math & English
Language Arts/Literacy

Training materials referenced but not provided. Material
registration/virtual attendance sheets, documentation of
how these training events were advertised and to whom
and participation rate of member schools are netuled
demonstrate communication afggeduresDoc #002
provides some information regarding the responsibility ¢
ensuring training is completed although it is in draft forn

Test Coordinator Manual (TCM) and Test Administratio
Manual (TAM) are provided, and both provide clearly
defined ad accessible resources describing detailed
standardized assessment procedures.

Accommodation procedures appear to allow formal test
accommodations for students who do not have disabiliti
and who are not English learners, but the TCM does no
define @ses where this would or would not be appropria
nor what protocols should be followed in these instance|
(TCM, p. 58) This does not appear to be clear or
standardized.

It is unclear how EL accommodations should be
documented. IEP and 504 accommodatiare to be
recorded in the studentds
AAl I accommodations for s
must be approved and documented in advance in an
Individualized Education Program (IEP), 504 plan,ifor,
requiredbyBIE,an EL plan. o |t i
plan is required and how accommodations are otherwis
documented for ELs.

TCM, TAM, and Accommodations Manual provide
detailed information on test administration requirementg
and procedures for students with testicgammodations.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Document 004:
Test Administration Manual The TCM and TAM adequately provide evidence of
2021 ComputeBased Testing Math & English defined policies and procedures for compitased test
Language Arts administration, as well as some information regarding
contingency plans for technological issues occurring du
Document 005: testing. The TCM and B Pearson Support page provide
BIE College & Career Ready StandarSiummative detailed technical requirements for devices to be used f
Assessment Accessibility Features and computerbased testing.

Accommodations Manual:

Section 2: BIE Accessibility System and Accessibility|
Features for All Students Taking the CCRS Summati
Assessments

Section 3: Accommodations for Students with
Disabilities and Enlish Learners

Section 4: DecisioiMaking Process for Selecting,
Using, and Evaluating Accessibility Features and
Accommodations for Students with Disabilities, Engli
Learners, and English Learners with Disabilities

Document 001:
New Meridian Technical &ort 20182019
3.2.4 Accommodations for Student Disability and Els

https://bie.mypearsonsupport.com
Technology ResourcésTestNav 8 App

Document 006:
2021 Infrastructure Trial Guiddissing]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

16


https://bie.mypearsonsupport.com/

STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Section 2.3Summary Statement
_____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidenceneeded/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence ofestablished procedures to ensilvat general and special education teachers, paraprofessionals, teachers of ELs, specialized instructi
support personnel, and other appropriate staff recesgessary training to administer assessments and know how to administer assessments and
to make use of appropriate accommodations during assessments for all students with disabditifisally,evidence ohow BIE ensurd that those that
requred training received it adequatdly.g, who is being trained, what is the content, who is responsible for ensure that everyone receive®trainin

1 See examples for Critical Element2.34n St at ed6s Gui de t o t he AssesSnent PeerfRaview Rrecps#l of Educ a

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.4 1 Monitoring Test Administration
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State adequately monitors the Documentation submitted by the Bjifovided
administration of its State assessments policies for test administration bDiepartment staff
ensure that standardized test could not find policiesprocedure®r evidence oBIE
administration procedures are moritoring of test administrations

implemented with fidelity across districts
and schools. Monitoring of test
administration should be demonstrated
al assessments in the State system: the
general academic assessmeamdthe
AA-AAAS.
Section 2.4Summary Statement
_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
Evidence the Statedequately monitors the administration of its State assessments to ensure that standardized test administration grocedures a
implemented with fidelity across districts and schools. Monitoring of test administration should be demonstrated éssadirassn the State system:
the general academic assessments and thAAAS.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.571 Test Securit

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has implemented and
documented an appropriate set of polici
and procedures to prevent test
irregularities and ensure the integrity of
test results through:

f

=a =

Prevention of any assessment
irregularities, including maintaining
the security of test materials (both
during test development and at time
of test administration), proper test
preparation guidelines and
administration procedures, incident
reporting procedres, consequences
for confirmedviolations of test
security, andequirements for annua
training at the district and school
levels for all individuals involved in
test administration;

Detection of test irregularities;
Remediation following any test
secuity incidents involving any of
the Stateds asse
Investigation ofalleged or factual tes
irregularities.

Application of test security
procedures to all assessments in th
State system: the general academic
assessmentnd theAA-AAAS.

Pre-Administration Virtual Training covers the
prevention and procedures for reporting all irregularit|
to BIE CAOQ Office:
1. 1/11/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
2. 1/13/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
3. 1/15/21ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
Repeat Sessions:
1. 1/19/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT9:00-3:30 MT
2. 1/26/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training 9:003:30 MT
3. 1/21/21 ELA/Math Test Administration
Training

Document 002:

Indian Affairs Manual (Draft) Education (Academic,
Instructional, & Administrative Services) BIE Testing
Assessments Policy.

Document 001:
New Meridian Tech. Reports 202819
3.3 Test Irregularity and Security Breach, page 24

Document 004:

Test Administration Manual

2021 ComputeBased& PaperBasedTesting Math &
English Language Arts

2.0 Test Security and Administration Policies

2.2 Testing Irregularities and Security Breaches

Document 003:

Training materials are referenced but not provided.
Materials, registration/virtual attendance sheets,
documentation of how these training events were
advertised and to whom, and participation rate of memb
schools are needed.

Draft Assessment Policy is provided, but as this is only
draft document and has not been finalized and
implemented, this does not provide sufficient evidence
policy adoption as required by this critical element.

Detailed poliges in TCM and TAM meet requirements of
this critical element for uniform, detailed, and clear polig
and procedures regarding test security for comgheased
and papebased testing. A security form agreement is
required for all staff working with thiest in any capacity,
and procedures for reporting testing irregularities or
security breaches (including relevant examples) are
provided.

BIE does not provide a clear training policy for test
administrators and test coordinators, nor other staff
membergequired by this critical element and does not
explain what training all coordinators and administratorg
(and others) are required to complete each year or befg
administering the assessment. It is unclear how the cleé
defined policies in the TAM an@iCM are shared with all
appropriate school staff nor how training is assured.

BIE does not provide any data or explanation of actual t
security incidents, tracking, followp, assessment

monitoring, or internal processes for investigating possi
secuity breaches. Forms are provided, but no explanati
is provided regarding what happens when a school sub

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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2021 TEST COORDINATOR MANUALComputer a form reporting an issue to BIE leadership. No policy o
Based & PapeBased Testing Math & English audit process is described for identifying testing
Language Arts/Literacy irregularities.

Appendix B: Security Agreement pg. 68

Appendix C: BIE Policy Addendum pg. 7
Appendix D: Form to Report Test Irregularities or
Security Breach pg. 76

Appendix E: Form to RepbContaminated, Damaged
Missing Materials pg. 78

Section 2.55ummary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence thathte State has implemented and documented an appropriate set of policies and procedures tespigegutarities and ensure the integr

of test resultsShared policy is in draft form.

1 Evidence of the gvention of any assessment irregularities, incideporting procedures, consequences for confim@dtions of test security, and
requiremets for annual training at the district and school levels for all individuals involved in test administration;
Evidence of the etection of test irregularities;
Evidenceofe medi ati on foll owing any test secsmentssy incidents involving
Evidence of therivestigation oflleged or factual test irregularities.
See examples for Critical Element 2.54n St at eds Gui de to the U.S. Departmepd43donf Educad

= =4 —a A

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.61 Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

Th

e State hapolicies and procedures in

place to protect the integrity and
confidentiality of itstest materials, test
related data, and personally identifiable
information,specifically:

f

To protect the integrity of its test
related data in test administration,
scoring, storage and use of results;
To secure studetiével assessment
data and protect student privacy ani
confidentiality, including guidelines
for districts and sabols;

To protect personally identifiable
information about any individual
student in reporting, including
defining the minimum number of
students necessary to allow reportir
of scores for all students and studer
groups.

NASIS and secure files, user assgetc.
https://www.infinitecampus.com/info/nas?s0
nasis pia

Document 002:

Drafti Indian Affairs Manual Education (Academic,
Instructional, & Administrative Services) BIE Testing
Assessments Policy.

Document 003:

2021 TEST COORDINATOR MANUAL

2.0 Test Security and Administration Policies 2.1
Maintaining the Security of TeMaterials and Content
2.1.3 Security Forms To document proper test
administration and security procedures

Document 004:

2021 TEST ADMINISTRATOR MANUAL FOR
CBT/PBT

2.0 Test Security and Administration Policies 2.1
Maintaining the Security of Test Matergahnd Content
2.1.2 Security Forms

BIE addresses test security in this section, but does not
specifically address data security, storage, and assessn
results usage as required by this critical element.

Evidence is provided that Infinite Campus regsionly
secure user access and t8tep verification, but no
explanation is provided for how schools use Infinite
Campus nor how this meets the requirements of this cri
element.

Test security policies regarding test materials and conte
are specift and detailed and include forms for proper
documentation for test coordinators and test administra

BIE does not provide information on how student privac
and confidentiality are assured (nor guidelines for schog

BIE does not address the minimunumber of students
necessary to allow reporting of scores for students and
student groups.

Section 2.6Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

X

The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

=:‘4:‘1|

students necessary to allow reporting of scores for all students and student groups.

=

See examples for Critical Element 2.54n St at e 6 s

Gui de to

t he

Evidence that BIE mtect the integrity of its testelated data in test administration, scoring, storage and use of results;
Evidence that BlEBecurs studentlevel assessment data and protect student privacy and confidentiality, including guidelthstsiéts and schools;
Evidence that BlEprotecs personally identifiable information about any individual student in reporting, including defirenmgitimum number of

U.S. Depart mepd46diof Educ a

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY

I VALIDITY

Critical Element 3.11 Overall Validity , Including Validity Based on Content

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentdion or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
overall validityevidence for its
assessments consistent with nationally
recognized professional and technical
testing standards.
evidence includes evidence that:

The Sbacademidassessments
measure the knowledge and skills
specified in the §
standards, including:

1 Documentation of adequate
alignment betwee
assessments and the academic
content standards the assessments
designed to measure in terms of
content (i.e., knowledge and proces
balance of content, and cognitive
complexity;

1 Documentatiorthat the assessmentsg
address the depth and breadth of th
content standards;

1 If the State has adopted alternate
academic achievement standards a
administers alternate assessments
aligned with those standards, the
assessments show adequate
alignmenttote St at ed s
content standards for the grade in
which the student is enrolled in term|
of content match (i.e., no unrelated

content) and the breadth of content

Document 009:
PARCCEFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratig
Pearsor(February 28, 2019

Document 001:

New Meridian Technical Report 202919
Section 13: Reliability, pg. 120

Section 14: Validity, pg. 139

The New Meridian Technical report providesummary of]
alignment work that has been done; however, the full
alignment study reports were not submitted. In order to
evaluate the alignment, full reports with outcome @auich
alignment evidencare needetb demonstrate validity for
each grade/ subject test t
accountability.

In addition, the alignment study summary information
contained within the New Meridian Technical report not
several issues or gaps with regards to atignt.For
exampl e, AThe grade 11 EL
range of depth and included items assessing the higher|
demand cognitive level. A weakness of the ELA/L
assessments is the lack of a listening and speaking
component. It was alssuggested that the ELA/L
assessments could be enhanced by the inclusion of a
research task that requires the use of two or more sour
of i nf or ma Hdwevarono followug &tdns .or
responses were included.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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and cognitive complexity determine;
in test design to be appropriate for
students with thenost significant
cognitive disabilities.

Section 3.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
T The Stateds acamead wr ea ststees skmemwlsedge and skills specified in the

f Documentation of adequate alignment between the St at &signedt@anseasarsis
terms ofcontent (i.e., knowledge and process), balance of content, and cognitive complexity;
1 Documentation that the assessments address the depth and breadth of the content standards;
1 See examples for Critical Element 3.JAn St at e6s Gui de b6 EdecHt BEonDepAstsmep4d4rddnt Peer

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.271 Validity Based on Cognitive Processes

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State hadocumented adequate See PARCC

validity evidence that its assessments te
the intended cognitive processes
appropriate for each grade level as
represented in the
content standards

Section 3.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide logitédnale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.31 Validity Based on Internal Structure
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State hadocumented adequate Document 001: , —
validity evidencethat thescoring and New Meridian Technical Report 202819 Tables 14.114.21 show reliabilities that are low for some
reporting structures of its assessments § Section 6: Differential Item Functioning pg. 51 subclaims, foexample, Rl and RV. The correlations
consistent with the suiomain structures| Section 14: Validity, pg. 139 between these subclaims and other subclaims are high

than the reliability values. Similar patterns are seen for
math. Explanation or follovup steps to address this shou
be provided.

of theS t a acad@mic content
standards

Section 3.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence that BIE hadocumented adequate validéyidencethat thescoring and reporting structures of its assessments are consistent with-the suk
domai n st r uct academic contentstdndardSspeaificalydasdressing the low reliability values for some subclaims

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.41 Validity Based on Relatios to Other Variables
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate Document 009: L . .
validity evidencethatt he St at e PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiqg Tables 14.2414.32 include the correlations between

Critical Element

assessment scores are related as expe Pearsor(February 28, 2019 Rgading, Writin'g_and Math sect?ons and are cite_d as
with other variables. evidence of validity based aelations to other variables,
Document 001: specifically the relationship between the ELA and math
New Meridian Technical Report 2012919 assessments. However, for some grades, the correlatio
Section 14: Validity between Reading and Writing is lower than the correlati
14.4Evidence Based on Relationships to Other between Reading and Math.
Variables
14.5.1 Content Alignment Studies This should be addressed witkgards to whether or not
14.7 Interpretations of Test Scores this is expected per the Critical Element.

Section 3.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence that Blthasdocumented adequate validigyidencé hat t he St ateds assessment scores are

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY

Critical Element 4.171 Reliability

I OTHER

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page fér future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
reliability evidence for its assessments f
the following measures of reliability for
the Stateds studen
each student group consistent with
nationally recognized professional and
technical testing
assessments are ifemented in multiple
States, measures of reliability for the
assessment overall and each student gt
consistent with nationally recognized
professional and technical testing
standards, including:

T Test reliability
assessments estimated itsrstudent
population;

9 Overall and conditional standard
error of measure
assessments, including any domain
component subests, as applicable;

1 Consistency and accuracy of
estimates in categorical classificatio
decisions for the cigcores,
achievement levels or proficiency
levels based on the assessment
results;

1 For computeiadaptive tests,
evidence that the assessments
produce test forms with adequately
precise estimatesfas t udent
academic achievement

Document 009:
PARCCEFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratig
Pearsor(February 28, 2019

Document 001:

New Meridian Technical Report 202919
Section 13: Reliability, pg. 120

Section 7: IRT Calibration and Scaling pg. 56

New Meridian Technical Report providdstailed test
reliability data for the tested student population indicatin
high rates of reliability across the board and reasonable|
Standard Errors of Measurement (SEMs) for all tested
grades and content areas.

Estimated test reliability is at or negd%® for all grades in
ELA and above 90% for most mathematics content area
One concern is that Integrated Mathematics reliability is
closer to 80%, nearly ten points lower than other areas
Mathematics assessed. Scale score reliability is also

consistenticross all grade levels and content areas, with
reliability above 80% for all.

Subscore reliabilities are less than 0.60 for some subsc
and grades. It would be nice if this were addressed in th
report.

Scoring reliability does not show major digttions
between gender groups but does note a somewhat lowg
reliability specifically for the American Indian student
group. While this difference is not substantial, it may be
concern for BIE and is not addressed further in the
evidence from BIE or NewWleridian.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page fér future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 4.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
9 Conditional standard error of measurement ofBhe EaSsessments

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.21 Fairness and Accessibility

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documenétion or Evidence

See PARCC

Critical Element

For all State academic assessments,
assessments should be developed, to t
extent practicable, using the principles (
universal design for learning (UDL) (see
definitior?).

For academic content assessmenthe
State has takereasonable and
appropriate steps to ensure that its
assessments are accessible to all stude
and fair across student groups in their
design, development and analysis.

Section 4.2Summary Statement
____Noadditional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

‘see pagle 2LBadvkdBd Guide to the U.S. De p ar t mesSeptemiber 2B, RQl/aldble a:n 6 s Asses
www.ed.gov/admins/kd/account/saa.html

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.31 Full Performance Continuum

Evidence (Recorddocument and page # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Document 009:
PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiq Indications of precision across the distribution could

Critical Element

The Statéhas ensured that each
assessmermrovides an adequately preci

estimate of student performance across, Pearsor(February 28, 2019 include TIFsand/orCSEMSs at each cut score.

the full performance continuum for - .

academic assessmenticluding Documer)t QOl: . The New Menghap Tephmcal Report refgrenced by BIE
performance for highand lowachieving NeW.Merldlan Techmcgl Report 20—]?8)19 contains very limited information regardlng student
students. Section 7: IRT Calibration and Scaling pg. 56 performance across the performance continuum as req

for this critical element. Further detail may be provided i
the referenced Performance Level Setting Technical Re
which is not provided for review (p.79).

Section 4.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide batbnale:
1 Evidence thaBIE has ensured that each assessipentides an adequately precise estimate of student performance across the full performance cq
for academic assessmentmcluding performance for higland lowachieving students.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.41 Scoring
Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
See PARCC

The State has established and documet
standardized scoringrocedures and
protocols for its assessmetitsit are
designed to produce reliable and
meaningful resultdacilitate valid score
interpretationsand eport assessment
results i n t academsic o
achievement standards

Section 4.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.517 Multiple Assessment Forms

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

If the State administers multiple forms o See PARCC

academic assessmentsgithin a content
area and grade level, within or across
school years, the State ensures that all
forms adequately r
academic content standardsind yield
consistent score interpretations such thj
the forms are comparablégthin and
acrss school years.

Section 45 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

Critical Element

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.6 Multiple Versions of an Assessment

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

See PARCC

Critical Element

If the State administers any of its
assessments in multiple versions within
subject area (e.g., online versus paper
based deliverygr a native language
version of the academic content
assessment grade level, or school year,
the State:

I Followed a desig and development
process to support comparable
interpretations of results for student
tested across the versions of the
assessments;

1 Documented adequate evidence of
comparability of the meaning and
interpretations of the assessment
results.

Section 4.6Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.71 Technical Analysis andOngoing Maintenance
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State: Document 009:
' o PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiq BIE must provide evidendhat technical quality
Has a system for monitoring, . L .
1 y 9 Pearsor(February 28, 2019 informationis sharedgublicly.

maintaining, and improving, as
needed, the quality of its assessme|
system, including clear and
technically sound criteria for the
analyses of all of the assessments i
its assessment system (i.e., genera
assessments and alternate
assessments), and

1 Evidence of adequate technical
quality is made public, including on
the Stateds webs

Section 4.7Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

Document 001:

New Meridian Tech Report 2013019:
Section 5 Classical ltem Analysis
Section 9 Quality Control Procedures
Section 111 Student Characteristics
Section 13 Reliability

Section 14 Validity

Section 15 Student Growth Measures

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
T Evidence of adequate technical quality is made public, includin

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS

Critical Element 5.11 Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has in place procedures to
ensure the inclusion of all public
elementary and secondary school stude
with disabilities
system. Decisionabout how to assess
students with disabilities must be made
a studentdés | EP Te
placement team under Section 504, or t
individual or team designated by a distri
to make that decision under Title 1 of th
ADA, as applicable, basazh each

student déds individu

If a State adopts alternate academic
achievement standards for students witl
the most significant cognitive disabilities
and administers an alternate assessmel
aligned with those standards under ESE
secton 1111(b)(1)(E) and (b)(2)(D),
respectively, the State must:
1 Establish guidelines for determining
whether to assess a student with ar|
AA-AAAS, including:

o A State defini
with the most significant
cognitive disa

addresses factors related to
cognitive functioning and
adaptive behavior;
1 Provide information for IEP Teams 1
inform decisions about student
assessments that:

Document 003:
Test Coordinator Manual for CBT and Paper Testing
6.0 Accessibility Features and Accommodations

Document 004:

Test Administration Manual

6.0 Accessibility Features and Accommodations

6.1 Test Administration of Accessibility Features and
Accommodations

Document 005:

BIE College & Career Ready Standards Summative
Assessment Accessibility Features and
Accommodatios Manual:

Section 2: BIE Accessibility System and Accessibility|
Features for All Students Taking the CCRS Summati
Assessments

Section 3: Accommodations for Students with
Disabilities and English Learners

Section 4: DecisioiMaking Process for Selecting,
Using, and Evaluating Accessibility Features and
Accommodations for Students with Disabilities, Engli
Learners, and English Learners with Disabilities

https://bie.mypearsonsupport.com
Administration giidance in the AF & A Manual

The TCM and TAM provide detailed and clear policies g
procedures for the inclusion of students with disabilities
state assessments, with an emphasis on decision makif
informed by the IEP or 504 team and other key
stakelolders, including students and parents. The
Accommodations Manual (Document 005) includes a cl
policy statement regarding the inclusion of all students
disabilities in BIE assessments (p.5).

Accommodations emphasize access for all students
whereve possible and allow flexibility and autonomy for
educators who work with students with disabilities to
provide a broad range of accommodations and accessit
supports for students with disabilities and those with 50
plans. Accommodation policies reqaiicareful
documentation and emphasize the best practice of
providing similar/familiar accommodations for students
throughout the school year and not just for annual
summative testing events.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

0 Provides a clear explanation o
the differences between
assessments aligned with grac
level a&cademic achievement
standards and those aligned
with alternate academic
achievement standards,
including any effects of State
and local policies on a student
education resulting from taking
an AA-AAAS, such as how
participation in such
assessments mayldsg or
otherwise affect the student
from completing the
requirements for a regular higt
school diploma;

1 Ensure that parents of students
assessed with an AAAAS are
informed that th
achievement will be measured base
on alternate academic achémnent
standards;

1 Not preclude a student with the mo¢
significant cognitive disabilities who
takes an AAAAAS from attempting
to complete the requirements for a
regular high school diploma; and

1 Promote, consistent with
requirements under the IDEA, the
involvement and progress of studen
with the most significant cognitive
disabilities in the general education
curriculum that is based on the
Stateds academic

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

for the grade in which the student is
enrolled; and

1 Develop, disseminate informah on,
and promote the use of appropriate
accommodations to ensure that a
student with the most significant
cognitive disabilities who does not
take an AAAAAS participates in
academic instruction and assessme
for the grade in which the student is
enrdled.

I The State has in place and monitory
implementation of guidelines for IEF
teams to apply in determining, on a
caseby-case basis, which students
with the most significant cognitive
disabilities will be assessed based ¢
alternate academic achievement
standards, if applicable. Such
guidelines must be developed in
accordance with 34 CFR § 200.6¢d)

Section 5.1Summary Statement
_X__No additionakvidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:

5 See the full regulation at 34 CRR200.6(d) (online ahttps://www.ecfr.gov/cgbin/text
idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200 16&ryn=div8

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

37


https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8
https://www.ecfr.gov/cgi-bin/text-idx?SID=07e168e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200_16&rgn=div8

STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element 5.2 Procedures for Including English Learnersin Academic Content Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page fiéor future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has in place procedures to
ensure the inclusion of all ELs in public
elementary and secondary schools in th
St at eds ac ashessmerds ao
clearly communicates this information t(
districts, schools, teachers, and parents
including, at a minimum:

1 Procedures for determining whethe
an EL should be assessed with a
linguistic accommodation(s);

1 Information on accessibility tools
and features available to all studen|
and assessment accommodations
available for ELs;

1 Assistance regarding selection of
appropriate linguistic
accommodations for EL.sncluding
to the extent practicable, assessme
in the language most likely to yield
accurate and reliable information or
what those students know and can |
to determine the
skills in academic content areas unt
the students have achieved English
language proficiency.

BIE Final Consolidated Agency (state) plan
https://www.bie.edu/topipage/bieessaagencystate

plan

Document 003:
Test Coordinator Manual for CBT and Paper Testing
6.0 Accessibility Features and Accommodations

Document 005:

BIE College & Career Ready Standards Summative
Assessment Accessibility Features and
Accommodations Manual:

Section 2: BIE Accessibility System and Accessibility|
Features for All Students Taking the CCRS Summati
Assessments

Section 3: Acconmodations for Students with
Disabilities and English Learners

Section 4: DecisioiMaking Process for Selecting,
Using, and Evaluating Accessibility Features and
Accommodations for Students with Disabilities, Engli
Learners, and English Learners with &bdities

The TCM and TAM provide detailed and clear policies g
procedures for the inclusion of English learners in state
assessments, with an emphasis on decision making
informed by the EL team and other key stakeholders,
including students and parenihe Accommodations
Manual (Document 005) includes a clear policy stateme
regarding the inclusion of all ELs in BIE assessments (

Accommodations emphasize access for all students
wherever possible and allow flexibility and autonomy fo
educators wb work with students with disabilities to
provide a broad range of accommodations and accessit
supports for English learners. EL accommodations are
linguistically appropriate. A chart is provided in the
Accommodations Manual to demonstrate appropriate
accommodations aligned to differing levels of English
proficiency to support educators as they make
accommodations decisions.

It is unclear how EL accommodations should be
documented. IEP and 504 accommodations are to be
recorded i n t utp.55%ftthe d@vhstatéss
AAl I accommodations for s
must be approved and documented in advance in an
Individualized Education Program (IEP), 504 plan,ifor,
required by BIE, an EL plan. o It
plan is rguired and how accommodations are otherwise
documented for ELs.

In the BIE Consolidated Agency Plan, they opted to

exclude newcomers in their first year of school from E/L
testing for accountability purposes. The policy statemen
p.44 of the TCM doenot fully describe these parameterg
and may cause confusion. This allowance only applies {

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page fér future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

i mmi grant students born o
in the stated policy.

Critical Element

The BIE Consolidated Agency Plan, as approved by
USED, does not identify any othsignificant languages
other than English and so does not provide the assessn
in any other languages

Section 5.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide batbnale:

i EvidencethaBIEhas i n place procedures to ensure the inclusion of canteht E
assessments and clearly communicates this information to districts, schools, teachers, an&peacdidslly, policis for recently arrived ELs as
currently written could cause confusion or lead to the exemption of students that should be tested.

1 Evidence of pocedures for determining whether an EL should be assessed with a linguistic accommogdsypieci{gally the dcumentation of
accommodations.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.37 Accommodations

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State makesvailable appropriate Document 003: The Accommodations Manual provides a detailed

accommodations and ensures that its | Test Coordinator Manual for CBT and Paper Testing] description of all available accessibility features and

assessments are accessible to studentg 6.0 Accessibility Features and Accommodations accommodations for students with disabilities and ELs.

with disabilities and ELSs, including ELs assessment is designed with numerous-ugiccessibility

with disabilities. Specifically, the State: | Document 004: features and administiee considerations available to all

1 Ensures that appropriate Test Administration Manual students, but also offers specific more intensive
accommodations, such as, 6.0 Accessibility Features and Accommodations accommodations for students with IEPs and/or 504 plar
interoperability with, ad ability to 6.1 Test Administration of Accessibility Features and| and for English learners. BIE provides specific guidance
use, assistive technology, are Accommodations and policy information for ELs with disabilities assuring
available to measure tlagademic that they are entitled both to languagased
achievementof students with Document 005: accommodations for their EL neealsd any other
disabilities. BIE College & Career Ready Standards Summative | accommodations for their disabilitglated needs.

1 Ensures that appropriate Assessment Accessibility Features and
accommodations are available for | Accommodations Manual: | Accommodations emphasize access for all students
ELs; Section 2: BIE Accessibility System and Accessibility| \yherever possible and allow flexibility and autonomy fo

1 Has determined that the Features for All Students Taking the CCRS Summatil e,cators who work with students with disabilities to
accommodations it provides (1) are| Assessments _ _ provide a broad range of accommodations and accessil
appropriateand effective for meeting Section 3: Acommodations for Students with supports for English learners. EL accommodations are
the individual s|Disabiltiesand English Leamners _ linguistically appropriate (e.g. bilingual wetd-word
participate in the assessments, (2) ¢ Section 4: DecisioMaking Process for Selecting, dictionary, extended time, etc.). Aart is provided in the
not alter the construct being assess| Using, and Evaluating Accessibility Features and Accommodations Manual (p.55) to demonstrate
and (3) allow meaningful Accommodations for Students with Disabilities, Englis 550ropriate accommodations aligned to differing levels
interpretations of results and Learners, and English Learners witrsabilities English proficiency to support educators as they make
comparison of scores for students accommodations decisiorBLE provides specific guidancy
who need and receive and policy informabn for ELs with disabilities assuring
acmommodations and students who that they are entitled both to languabased
do not need and do not receive accommodations for their EL needlisd any other
accommodations; accommodations for their disabilitglated needs.

1 Has a process to individually review
and allow exceptional requests for ¢ BIE does not provide specific evidence or assessment (¢
small number of students who requi showing how it determines that accommodations are
accommodations beyond those appropriate and effective for individual student needs, h
routinely allowed they do not alter the construct being assessed, and how

1 Ensures that accommodations for a| allow for meaningful intergetations of results and score
required assessments do not deny comparisons for students who do receive accommodati

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
students with disabilities or ELs the and those who do not.
opportunity to participate in the
assessment and any benefits from BIE provides a sample of the request form in the
participation in the assessment. Accommodations Manual (pp.280) for exceptional

accommodations for students with an IEP or &6d/or
students who are English learners. The form includes a
for BIE staff signoff on approval or denial but does not
describe the review process or explain how these reque
are reviewed and what grounds are considered for appr
or denial.

The BIE Accommodations Manual includes a clear polic
statement on the meaningful inclusion of all students wi
disabilities and English learners in the assessment proc
and provides ample accommodations and accessibility
features to offer flexible aces to assessment content
without compromising results. Additionally, the
Accommodations Manual (pp.4®) provides guidance fo
school leaders and educators on the importance of
providing instructional accommodations aligned to
assessment accommodationgmsure instruction and
assessment experiences are aligned.

Section 5.3Summary Statement

f

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

No additional evidence is required or

EvidencethatBIEAs det er mi ned that the accommodations it provides (Skth ar e
participate in the assessments, (2) do not alter the construct being assessed, and (3) allow meaningful interpresatisrenaf comparison of scores for
students who need and receive accommodations and students who do not need and do not receive accommodations;

Evidence that BIE &s a process to individually review and allow exceptional requests for a small numtibeleotswho require accommodations beyond
those routinely allowed

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.4 1 Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

BIE Final Consolidated Agency (state) plan
https://www.bie.edu/topipage/bieessaagencystate BIE does not provide amgvidence for this critical elemen

Critical Element

The State monitors test administration i
its districts and schools to ensure that

appropriate assessments, with or withot plan No information is provided regarding how the agency
accommodations. are selécted 4dir monitors test administration to ensure compliant
students withdisabilitiesand ELs so that | NASIS IEP Modulei Native American Student implementation of policies and procedures. The BIE

Information System (NASIS) IEP Module identifies | Consolidated State Plan linked does not contain this
students by grade, state assessment type, and types| information ancho further data, evidence, or explanation
accommodations provided.

they are appropriately included in

assessments and receive accommodati

that are:

T Consistent with
for accommodations;

1 Appropriate for addressing a
student 6s disabi
for each assesamt administered;

1 Consistent with accommodations
provided to the students during
instruction and/or practice;

I Consistent with the assessment
accommodations identified by a
student 6s | EP Te
placement team convened under
Section 504; or for stdents covered
by Title Il of the ADA, the individual
or team designated by a district to
make these decisions; or another
process for an EL

1 Administered with fidelity to test
administration procedures;

1 Monitored for administrations of all
required acaduaic content
assessmentndAA-AAAS.

NASIS IEP Module is referenced, but no link or access
provided nor documentation to explain it further.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Section 5.4Summary Statement
_____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ Thefollowing additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for each requirement of this Critical Element. See examples for Critical Elemeidt548that e 6s Gui de t
of Educationbés APfoeesspbéidéint Peer Revi ew

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 6: ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING
Critical Element 6.11 State Adoption of Academic Achievement Standardfor All Students

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For academic content standards

The State brmally adopteathallenging
academic achievement standards
reading/language arts, mathematics, an
science for all students, spfcally:

1 The State formally adopted academ
achievement standards in the requil
tested grades and, at its option,
alternate academic achievement
standards for students with the mos
significant cognitive disabilities;

1 The State applies its academic
achievement standards to all public
elementary and secondary school
students enrolled in the grade to
which they apply, with the exceptior
of students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities to whom
alternate academiachievement
standards may apply;

The Stateds acaden

standards and, as applicable, alternate

academic achievement standards, inclu

(1) at least three levels of achievement,

with two for high achievement and a thir

for lower achievemen(?) descriptions of
the competencies associated with each
achievement level; and (3) achievement
scores that differentiate among the
achievement levels.

Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) Website:
https://www.bie.edu/landingage/standards

1. College and Career Ready (Common Core)
Standards in Math K2

2. College and Career Ready (Common Core)
Standards in English Language ArtslR.

ELA/Math testing grades:-8, and grade 11.

Document 009:
PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratig
Pearsor{February 28, 2019

Document 001:
New Meridian Technical Report 202819
Section 12 Scale Scores

BIE must provide evidence of the adoptiorachievement,
not content, standards for this CE.

New Meridian Technical Report (p.93) provides a

description of the five achievement levels defined by the
assessment, exceeding the minimum requirement of th
The top two tiers measur e
Expectationso and fAExceed

BIE does not provide or reference the information requi
regarding descriptions of the achievement levels, but it

located in Section 8 of the New Meridian Technical Rep
(pp.7476).

A Performance Level Setting Technical Report is
referenced in th&lew Meridian Technical Report (p.79),
but not included or linked. This may contain the needed
information regarding achievement scores differentiatin
among performance levels, which is not provided here
BIE in compliance with the requirements of thigical
element.

Section 6.1Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 Evidence that BIEormally adoptedhallenging academic achievement standards reading/language arts, mathematics, and science for all studen
9 Descriptions of the competencies associated with each achievement level
1 Evidence that thachievement scores that differentiate amongtifegevement levels

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.2 1 AchievementStandards Setting

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

See PARCC

Critical Element

The State used a technically sound
method and process that involved
panelists with appropriate experience ai
expertisefor setting:

I Academic achievement standards
and, as apflicable, alternate
academic achievement standards

Section 6.2Summary Statement

____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence neededbrief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.31 Challenging and Aligned Academic Achievement Standards

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

See PARCC

Critical Element

For academic achievement standards:

The Stateds acaden
standards are challenging and aligned
with the Stateds a
standards and with entrance requiremel
for creditbearing coursework in the
system of public highezducation in the
State and relevant State career and
technical education standards such that
student who scores at the proficient or
above level has mastered what student
are expected to know and be able to do
the time they graduafeom high school

in orderto succeed in college and the
workforce.

If the State haadoptecalternate
academic achievement standards for
students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities, the alternate
academic achievement standaftlsare
al i gned widhdlenginge S
academic content standaifds the grade
in which a studentienrolledy2)

promote access to the general curriculu
consistent with the IDEA, (3)eflect
professionajudgment as to the highest
possible standards achievafie such
students(4) aredesignated in the IEP fol
each student for whom alternate acade
achievement standards apply; and (5) a
aligned to ensure that a student who me
the alternate academic achievement
standards is on track to pursue

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

postsecondary education @mpetitive
integratedemployment.

Section 6.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

___ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.41 Reporting

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State reports its assessment results
all students assessed, and the reporting
facilitates timely appropriate, credible,
and defensible interpretations and uses
those results by parents, educators, Sta
officials, policymakers and other
stakeholders, and the public.

The State reports to the public its
assessment results student academic
achievement for all students and each
student group at each achievement
leveP

Foracademic content assessmenthe
State reports assessment results, incluc
itemized score analyses, to districts and
schools so that parents, teachers,
principals, and admistrators can
interpret the results and address the
specific academic needs of studentand
the State also provides interpretive guid
to support appropriate uses of the
assessment results.

1 The State provides for the productic
and delivery of individulestudent
interpretive, descriptive, and
diagnostic reports after each
administration of its academic

content assessments that:

Document 009:
PARCCFinal Technical Report for 2018 Administratiq
Pearsor(February 28, 2019

Document 001:
New Meridian Tech Report 201319
14.7 Interpretations of Test Scores

Document #013:
BIE ELA & Math Spring 2021 Assessment Training p
slide 153[MISSING]

Assessment Reports delivered via the Peafsmess
Portal (https://assessmentl.pearsonaccess.com)
The final Reports:

Evidence Statement Analysis

Schools Standards Roster

Reporting Category summarystate, District,
School

Demographic Performance Lexsummary
State, District, School

Individual Student Report (ISR) & 2 hard
copies

Do Do oo

Document 014: Sample Reports
Doc # 017 BIE -PearsonAccess Session 9_Reporting
Powerpoint.

Reports Training for Schools Leaders and Test
Coordinators:

BIE Summative Regrt training

BIE must provide evidence of a process to provide repo
in alternate formats upon request.

BIE does not provide evidence of compliance for this
critical element. While sample reports grevided, no
information is provided regarding when reports are
delivered, to whom, or how they are delivered. There is
also no clear assurance the results are reported for all
students.

BIE provides no information on how it reports assessme
results oupublicly for all students and for each student
group at each achievement level.

Document 017 provides slides from a training which shg
an example of schodével reporting, but no information ig
provided regarding how these results are shared, what
resuts are included, or how these results are interpreteg
No interpretive guides are provided.

The sample Individual Student Reports provided
(Document 014) provide valid dmeliable information
regarding academic achievement and present the
information inan accessible, visual manner for educator
and families. The sampl e
academic achievement in terms of the academic standg
and provide helpful interpretation information for parent
teachers, and principle. Content is undersabteland
provided in uniform format, but is not provided in other

languages and does use education jargon which may ¢

6Although allstue nt s

with disabilities

mu st be incl

apply only to children with disabilities as defined in section 602(3) of the IDEA.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to

uded in

submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES FORBureau of Indian Education(general assessments)

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
o0 Provide valid and reliable 1. September 14, 2021 barriers for families who speak other languages, have I¢
information regarding a 2. September 15, 2021 levels of literacy, or have disabilities. No information is
student 6s acad provided regarihg how equal access is assured.
achievement
0 Reportthest udent 6s BIE does not provide any information regarding the
achievementin terms of the timeline for delivering student reports.

St at e blevel gcadendice
achievement standards;

0 Provide information to help
parents, teachers, and principal
interpret the test results and
address the specifacademic
needs of students

0 Are providedin an
understandable and uniform
format;

0 Are, to the extent practicable,
written in a language that paren
and guardians can understand {
if it is not practicable to provide
written translations to a parent ¢
guardian with limited English
proficiency,are orally translated
for such parent or guardian;

0 Upon request by a parent who i
an individual with a disability as
defined by the ADA, as
amended, are provided in an
alternative format accessible to
that parent.

1 The State follows a process and
timelinefor delivering individual
student reports to parents, teachers
and principals as soon as practicab|
after each test administration.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

Section 6.4Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

_X_ The following additional evidence ieeded/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence that BlEeports its assessment results for all students assessed, and the reporting facilitates timely, appropriate, crednsipbéand de
interpretations and uses of those results by parents, educators fftiaie,qolicymakers and other stakeholders, and the public.
1 Evidence that BIE reports to the public its assessment resultsident academic achievement for all students and each student groapeach

achievement levél

1 Evidence that BIE mvides fa the production and delivery of individual student interpretive, descriptive, and diagnostic reports after each admibistsat

academic content assessments that:

o Provide information to help parents, teachers, @mtipals interpret the test resibnd address the specificademic needs of students

0 Are provided in an understandable and uniform format;

0 Are, to the extent practicable, written in a language that parents and guardians can understand or, if it is not poguticathésvritten translations
to a parent or guardian with limited English proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or guardian;
o Upon request by a parent who is an individual with a disability as defined by the ADA, as amended, are providierimative format accessible t

that parent.

1 Evidence that BlEollows a process and timeline for delivering individual student reports to parents, teachers, and principals as stioalds pfeer each

test administration.

1 See examples for Criticalément6.4iMA St at eds Gui de to the

U. S. Depart mepil70f Educat.i

! Although all students with disb i | i t

ies must be included i

apply only to children with disabilities as defined in section 602(3) of the IDEA.

n

a

St at e 6 EBSEAssdiaELELthELNE)(i)sy st e m,

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 7: LOCALLY SELECTED NATIONALLY RECOGNIZED HIGH SCHOOL ACADEMIC

ASSESSMENTS
(if applicable; evidence for this section would be subedtin ADDITION to evidence for sections 1 through 6)

Critical Element 7.11 State Procedures for the Use of Locally Selected, Nationally Recognized High School Academic
Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State has established technical
criteria to use in its review of any
submission of a locally selected,
nationally recognized high school
academic assessment. The State ha
completed this review using its
established technical criteria and has
found the assessment meets its criteria
priortosubmi tting for
assessment peer review.

The Statebs techni

determination that thassessment:

1 Is aligned with the challenging State
academic standards; and

1 Addresses the depth and breadth of
those standards.

AND

The State has procedures in place to
ensure that a district that chooses to us
nationally recognized high school
acadenic assessmemtministers the
same assessment to all high school
students in the district except for
students with the most significant

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element ) ;
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

cognitive disabilities who may be
assessed with an AMAAAS

AND

The technical criteria established by the|

State in reviewing a locally selected,

nationally recognized high school

academic assessment must ensure that

use of appropriate accommodations dog

not deny a student with a disability or ar

ELS

1 The opportunity to participate in the
assessment; and

1 Any of the benefits from participatio
in the assessment that are afforded
students without disabilities or
students who are not ELs.

Section 7.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additionagvidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Element 7.27 State Monitoring of Districts Regarding the Use of Locally Selected, Nationally Recognized High School
Academic Assessments

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State must have procedures in
place to ensure that:

Before a district requests approval
from the State to use a nationally
recognized high school academic
assessment, the district notifies all
parents of high school students it
serves?

I That the district intends to request
approvalffrom the State to use a
nationally recognized high school
academic assessment in place of
the statewide academic
assessment;

1 Of how parents and, as
appropriate, students may provide
meaningful input regarding the
AEOOOEAOG O OANOA
students in public charter schools
who would be included in such
assessments); and

1 Of any effect of such request on the
instructional program in the
district.

Section 7.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidencerigeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Element 7.37 Comparability of the Locally Selected Nationally Recognized High School Academic Assessments with the State
Assessments

Critical Element

Evidence(Record document and page # for Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
future reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The locally selected, nationally recognized hi

school academic assessment:

1 Is equivalent to or more rigorous than the
statewide assessment, with respedt to
0 The coverage of academic content;
o0 The difficulty of the assessment;

0 The overall quality of thessessment;
and

0 Any other aspects of the assessmen|
that the State may establish in its
technical criteria;

1 Produces valid and reliable data on studg
academic achievement with respect to al
high school students and each subgroup
high schooktudents in the district thét
0 Are comparable to student academic

achievement data for all high school
students and each subgroup of high
school students produced by the
statewide assessment at each acade
achievement level;

0 Are expressed in terms cortsist with
the Stateds acadg¢
standards; and

o Provide unbiased, rational, and
consistent differentiation among
schools within the State for the
purpose of the State determined
accountability system including
calculating the Academic
Achievemenindicator and annually
meaningfully differentiating between
schools.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence(Record document and page # for Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
future reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 7.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidencaeeeded w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requested by thevi®eers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Staderebouldefer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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U.S.DEPARTMENT OFEDUCATION

Peer Review of State Assessment Systems

JanuaryMarch 2021StateELP
Assessment
Peer ReviewNotes

U. S. Department of Education
Office of Elementary and Secondary Education
Washington, D.C. 20202

O

Note: Peer review notes provide the combined recommendations of the individual peers t
the U.S. Department of Education (Department), based on the statute and regulations, th¢
Department s peer review guidance, eeavidedce't
submitted by the State. These assessment peer review notes, however, do not necessarily
reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to submit to
demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the criticalneéts for assessment
peer review. Although the peer notes inf
assessment system, the Department makes the final decision regarding whether the
assessment system meets the requirements in the statute and dagans. As a result, these
peer notes may not completely align with the final determination made by the Department,
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SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS

Critical Element 1.11 State Adoption of ELP Standards for All English Learners

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggstions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

This critical element will be addressed by the state.

Critical Element

For English language proficiency (ELP)
standards:

The State formally adopted-¥2 ELP
standards for akELs in public schools in
the State

Secion 1.1 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 1.217 Coherent and Progressive ELP Standr ds t hat Correspond to the
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
For ELP standards: 1.2-3 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy

The ELP standasd

2012 Amplification of The English Language

previous peer reviewers

9 are derived from the four Development Standards
domains of speaking, listening, For the Stateds ELP stand
reading, and writing; 1.2-4 1 For Science, evidence that the English Language
{1 address the different proficienc| Alignment Study between the Common Core State Proficiency (ELP) standards contain language
levels of ELs; and Standards in English Language Arts and Mathematic proficiency expectations that refletie language
f alignto the State academic and the WIDA English Language ProficienciaSdards, needed for English Learners (ELSs) to acquire and
content standards (see 2007 Edition, PreKindergarten through Grade 12 demonstrate their achievement of the knowledge a
definition?). The ELP standards skills identified in th
must contain language 1.25 standards appropriate to each gréglesl/gradeband.
proficiencyexpectations that K112 English Language Development Standards
reflect the language needed fo| Validation 2016 Science
ELs to acquire and demonstrat TheWIDA consortiumnotes pait out that WIDA is
their achievement of the ri.z1 planning to do a science alignment study as part of an
knowledge and skills identified | Alignment Between the Kentucky Core Content for | additional revision.
in the St at eo s| Assessmentandthe WIDA Consortium English
standards appropriate to each | Language Proficiency Standard Document1.23i s a | idsottatementsfitteeyn are
gradelevel/gradeband in at not the standards.
least reading/language arts r1.2-2
mathematics, and science. Alignment Analysis of Key Practice Language Evidenceis not providedwith regards to alignmero the
Functions from the Framework for English Language| State academic coméstandard$or scienceAccording to
Proficiency Development Standards correspondingt¢ WIDA Consort i um PRaate thareshas ndgt
the Common Core State Standards for EnglishLangf been an al i gnment study b
Arts and Mathematics and the WIDA English Laage |sci ence key practices and
Proficiency Standards, 2007 and 2012 Edition, WIDA plansto conductan alignment studin early spring
PreKindergarten through Grade 12; Correspondence| 2021.The peers request that documentation submitted f
this studyincludemethods, findings, and a description of
Analysis of Florida state Grade 12 Calculus Standard any corrective action neededth a timeline for addressing
and WIDA English Language Proficiency Standards | corrective actionThe study should also explicitly lay out
how independencaithealignment study wasaintained
r.1.2-3
85see pagle 2HMadvedd Guide to the U.S. De p ar t mesSeptemiber 2B, @Ql/aldble at:n 6 s

www.ed.gov/adnms/lead/account/saa.html

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
WIDA Can Do Descriptors, Key Uses EditioBrades | (given the alignment study will be conductegan
4-5 affiliated organization WCEPS).

If the planned alignment study examines the relationshi
between the language requirements of NGSS and the E
WIDA standards this wald provide evidence for those
states that have adopted NGSS. States that have not
adopted NGSS would need to do an additional alignme
study. Documentation of required alignment for @SS
consortia members must be provided.

Document r1.2 shows ewence of an alignment study
between the key practice language functions (recount,
explain, argue, discuss)
English Language Arts and Mathematics and the WIDA
ELP Standards. Results were not encouraging, particul
for preK to grade 2. In general, across all ELA and
mathematics practices and all clusters, a majority of the
DOK and range of knowledge acceptability findings did
not meet the criterion of 75% (pp-7.

It concerns th@eesthat the alignment studies, the
standard for ELP and ta content standards are all from
varying in years. Alsofia state is not using clear base
CCSSthe provided evidence does not respond to the
critical elemen(CE). To clarify: the peerwould like to
see documentation that the currentDXIstandards arel)
alignedin all areas as required thecurrent CCSS. 2) eac
state must provide evidence either of using the version
CCSS that WIDA has provided alignment evidence to
support, OR evidence of alignment to the current standg
beingused by the state

States will need to progie evidence of either usinige
version of CCSS that WIDA has provideligament
evidence to support @vidence of alignment to the
standards being used by the state.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element ) ;
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Section 1.2Summary Statement
____No aditional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
The peers are once again asking for the same evidence that was previously requested because evidence was not fossekthia¢ quidvéous ragst.

For the Statedéds ELP standards:
For Science, evidence that the English Language Proficiency (ELP) standards contain language proficiency expectafiiectsthiedareguage needed
for English Learners (ELs) to acquire and demonstrate theiracmee nt of t he knowl edge and skill s i dg¢
appropriate to each gradkvel/gradeband.
T For reading/language arts (R/LA) and mat hemati cs, e antdne standardseificlucin
a plan to address findings of the previous alignment study

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 1.31 Required Assessments

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Reglarg
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The Stateds asses s| ReviewedbyDepartment Staff Only Reviewed by Departnm Staff Only

anannual general and alternate ELP
assessmer(aligned with State ELP
standards) administered to:

1 Al ELs in grades K12.

Critical Element

Section 13 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 1.471 Policies forlncluding All Studentsin Assessments

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
1 TheState has @iciesthatrequire the| Reviewed by Department Staff Only

Reviewed by Department Staff Only
inclusionof all public elementary

and secondary EL
ELP assessmentincluding ELs with
disabilities.
Section 1.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following dditional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to

submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

9



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 1.57 Meaningful Consultation in the Development of Challenging State Standards and Assessments
(Note: this is a new requiremeamder ESSAso it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (Decdmber 2015)

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentdion or Evidence
If the State has developed or amended Reviewed by Department Staff Only Reviewed by Department Staff Only

challengingeLP standards and

assessments, the State has conducted

meaningful and timely consultation with!

i State leaders, including the Governi
members of the State legislature an
State board oéducation (if the State
has a State board of education).

1 Local educational agencies (includiy
those located in rural areas).

1 Representatives of Indian tribes
located in the State.

I Teachers, principals, other school
leaders, charter school leaders (if th
State has charter schools), specializ
instructional support personnel,
paraprofessionals, administrators,
other staff, and parents.

Section 15 Summary Statement
____No additional edience is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

SECTION 2: ASSESSMENT SYSTEM OPERATIONS
Critical Element 2.11 Test Design and Development

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

1

The
development process is walliited for the
content, is technically sound, aligtie

assessments tthe depth and breadth of
t he

Statebs test d

St at e ds afllinBludest
Statement(s) of the purposes of the
assessments and the intended
interpretations and uses of results;
Test blueprints that describe the
structure of each assessment in
sufficient detail to support the
development of assessments that a
technically sound, measure the dep
and breadthof he St at ed
standards and support the intended
interpretations and uses of the resu
Processes to ensure that the ELP
assessméris tailored to the
knowledge and skills included the
St at eds ELaRdreflécts n
appropriate inclusion of the range 0
complexity found in the standards.
If the State administers computer
adaptive assessments, the item poc
and item selectionrpcedures
adequately support the test design
and intended uses and interpretatio
of results.

If the State administers a computer
adaptive assessment, it makes
proficiency determinations with

respect to the grade in which the

2.111
ACCESS for ELs® 2.0 Spring 2017 Interpretive Guid
for Score Reports

2.1-2

Annual Technical Report for ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0
Online English Language Proficiency Test, Series 40,
2016 2017 Administration

2.1-3

Alternate ACCESS for ELLs Spring 2017 Interpretive,
Guide for Score Reports 24 Annual Technical Report
for ALTERNATE ACCESS for ELLs® English
Language Proficiency Test, Series 103, 2@18.6
Administration 2.28 Alternate ACCESS Form 100 Teg
Specifications

r2.1-1
Summary of ACCESS 2.0 Online Field Tieg for
Series 403 Listening and Reading

r2.1-2
Folder Selection Graphs Listening 501

r2.1-3
Folder Selection Graphs Reading 501

r2.1-4
ACCESS for ELLs Series 402 Online Reading &
Listening Item Difficulty Visualizations

r2.1-5

The blue text is the additional evidence requestéaly
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence that both assessments are aligned to the de
and breadtlof the State's ELP standards, including:

o Statement of the purposes and intended uses of resul
0 Test blueprints.

0 Processes to ensure that the ELP assessment is tailo
the knowledge and skills included in the State's ELP
standards and reflecéppropriate inclusion of the range o
complexity found in the standards (e.g., detail about the|
routing rules, detail of the item selection process for pay
forms to ensure it adheres to the blueprint).

General satemerd of the purposes and ended use of
results for ACCESS and Alternate ACCESSound in
documents 241 (p.3 & 712) and 2.12 (p. 5);however,
specific details like determinations of levels dhe
meaning and purpose of the levelee not provided.
Identificaton of students who hawatained EL proficiency|
(exit decisions) are mentioned in the technical ref#t (
1), but the description dhepurpose does not include the
richness of how this assessment is being used in the fie
provision of services, accommodations decision) etc.

WIDA needs to provide more structuséth regard to
usage and intended purposéke original peer notes statg
fiBecause decision rules vary by state, states will need {
address how the scores are used and interpreted for the
students It is still unclear how the states address this.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

student is enrolled and usisit ACCESS for ELLL2.0 Assessment Proficiency Level | Document 2.12 (p. 22) describes a process to create tes

determination for all reporting. Scores Standard Setting Project Report maps and blueprints to ensure that all folders are aligne
If the State administers a content the proper WIDA Standard and properly organized by
assessment that includes portfolios, sud WIDA Standard and tier in the test majpbe eers did not
assessment may be partially administer find a clear tesblueprint that specifiechow the assessmer
through a portfolio but may not be is constructed to represehe breadth and depth of the
entirelyadministered through a portfolio| standards, and the cognitive complexity.

As specified in the critical element, the blueprints shoulg
support the intendeidterpretations and uses of the resulf
The current evidence does not support how the test is
constructed with regard to the 8 scores on the student
reports.

Typically, minimum/maximum number of items in each
standard/subdomain is included in the blurgpr

It was unclear how the five standards are taken and turr
into the four subscales.

The issues identified by the peers were the same for
ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS. Additionally, there wg
two issues identified below for ACCESS.

For ACCESS:

AEvidence that the item pool and item selection proced
adequately support the muttiage adaptive
administrations.

R2.1-1 there is not an explanation for or justification of tf
negative item difficulties on stage For example, Reading
Grades 23 Stge 9 has a higher averaganit difficulty
than Stage 10. Another examplétean 28 stated item
difficulty is out of the typical range. Peers had questions
to the average item difficulty across stages and grade s
The submitted evidence requiresma@xplanation to allow|
the peers to understand if the submitted evidence meet
critical element.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

R2.1-2 and r2.13 indicate that the tiers represent
increasing levels of difficulty and provide information on
how folders are replaced. There is noidation of the
sufficiency of the item pool to support the miigred
selection process.

A Evidence that proficien
respect to the grade in which the student is enrolled.

Document r.2.35 (pp. 3240) provide evidence that
proficiency determinations are made on verticalfpated
scale scores that take into account the gnagehich the
student is enrolled, but the document does not contain ¢
firm positive statement that determinations are based o
grade when grade bandirggused for this assessmenhis
critical element also indicates that all reporting must als
be by assigned grad€he use of grade bands may create
overly ambitious language demands at the lowest grade
level in the band, and be too low at the higheatg level
in the band. If state academic content standards are grg
then the language demands would also be gradsdh
would make it difficult to show alignment between the
content standards and the assessment.

Section 2.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

For ACCESS and the Alternate ACCESS:

A  Evidence that both assessments are alighédmy to the depth and bre
o Statement of the purposes and intended uses of results.
0 Test blueprints.
0 Processes to ensure that the ELP assessment i s t adirdflects @gdroptiate intlusien
the rame of complexity found in the standards (e.g., detail about the routing rules, detail of the item selection processdanpdpemsure it adheres to
the blueprint).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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For ACCESS:
A Evidence that the item po ol sugportdhe miltstage aslaptive administrationpr ocedur es ade qu i
A Evidence that pr omddewiternmspect todhe grade imwhich the studest is anroied.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 2.21 Item Development
Critical Element Evidence (Record document and @ge # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State uses reasonable and technici 2.2-2 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy

sound procedures to develop and selec]
items to:
1 Assess student English language
proficiency based onthfeét at e
ELP standardsin terms of content
and language processes.

The ASSETS Consortium English Language
Proficiency Assessment for Graded4

2.2-3
ACCESS Test Development Cycle

2.2-11
Item Writing Handbook for ACCESS for ELLs 2.0®
Listening and Reading Assessments

r2.2-1
ACCESS for ELLs® Test Development Cycle

r2.2-2
WIDA-ACCESS Test Development Team

previous peer reviewers.
For ACCESS:

AEvidence of reasonable and technically soundeuiares
to develop and select items (e.g., timeline of developme
qualifications of item writers, iterriting training, item
review processes and reviewer qualifications, field test
processes for each domain, and technical advisory
committee (TAC) reviw).

Document 2.2 (pp. 1421) provides evidence of test
design principles, including simplicity and consistency,
construct fidelity, agdevel appropriateness, bias and
sensitivity, accessibility. Document 2124 provides
guidance to external item writeon developing Listening
and Reading items for ACCESR2.2-2 gives minimum
qualifications but does not give evidence of the
qualifications of the ACTUAL item writers

Document r2.21 providesnformation on the procedures {
develop and select items jpart of the annual plan for
operational item refreshment. The section on Item Writi
provides evidence that only individuals who have
successfully completed item writing training are selecte
write items. Items undergo a muttiep process that
includes reviews regarding content and cognitive
complexity alignment, sensitivity and fairness, and field
testing(pp. 9L 0) . WI DA6s ACCESS
Advisory Committee (TAC) provides support, reviews al
testrelated technical reports, and adviseshan t
psychometric issues of testing and any proposed policy
changes with psychometric implications. (p. 36).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Though some information is provided in the previously
described document, antlreough the selected item writer|
are typically current teachers inlDA Consortium states
(r2.2-1, p. 9),the provided documentatialoes not meet
the request. What are theadelevelsof theteachers? How
many years of experience do they Havghat content do
these teachers teach? Do these teachers have experie
with EL students? What is trdemographidiversity of the
recruitedteachers?.

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of reasonable and technically sound procedt
to develop and select items to assess ELP (e.g.,
involvement of experts with knowledge of ELs with
significant cognitive disabilities).

Evidencewas not found by the peers which indicated
whether experts with knowledge of ELs with significant
cognitive disabilities were included in item development]

The WIDA response (p. 9) states that WIDA does not
refresh Alternate ACCESS items annually. The items w
first operationally administered in 2014 and have been {
annually since that yeaWIDA notes that item
development and test specs are in revisigiDA is
planning fan i ni telopmentdr af
mat eri al s o0 fUpan resubnisgionpttie drafo
should be submitted to the Department for review.

Section 2.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provideflvegonale:

For ACCESS:

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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AEvidenceneeds to be providenf reasonable and technically sound procedures to develop and selecsjteaifically detailed information about the
qualifications ofiterwr i t er s (e. g., dgr ade Hemogmphk ditesiydgdrevieweygeadificatidns .ex.p,.ergreace , | eve
experience, demographic diversity).

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of reasonable and technically sound procedures to develop and select items to assess Bld®¢gnirof experts with knowledge of ELs with
significant cognitive disabilites gr ade | evel s taught, yearsod6é experience, demographic

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.31 Test Administration

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # foufure Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State implements policies and 2.31 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0 2028017 Test previous peer reviewers.

procedures for standardized test

administration; specifically, the State:

1 Has established and communicates
educators cleathorough and
consistent standardized procedures
for the administration of its
assessments, including administrati
with accommodations;

I Has established procedures to ensy
that general and special education
teachers, paraprofessionals, teache
of ELs, specialized instructional
support personnel, and other
appropriate staff receive necessary
training to administer assessments
and know how to administer
assessments, including, as necesse
alternate assessments, and know h
to make use of appropreat
accommodations during assessmer|
for all students with disabilities;

1 If the State administers technolegy
based assessments, the State has
defined technology and other relate
requirements, included technolegy
based test administration in its
standardizé procedures for test
administration, and established
contingency plans to address possil
technology challenges during test
administration.

Administrator Manual
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
r2.31
ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 Overview for Test @alinators | A Evi dence of established
clear, thorough and consistent standard@ededures for
r2.32 the administration of its assessments, including
Technology User Guide administration with accommodations (e.g., guidelines o
recommended qualifications of test administrators
including volunteers, training of volunteers, and
qualifications and training for theuman providers of
accommodations).

2.3-1 provides evidence for the dissemination and
implementation of standardized test administration polig
and procedures to familiarize Test Coordinators with the
components of the ACCESS (pp139)

Document r2.3L provides evidence of procedures to

familiarize Test Coordinators with the components of th
ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 test, Training Requirements and
Resources, Test Preparation Resources, and Coordinat
the Grade 1-12 online and paper tests.

The peers di not find evidence regarding guidelines for
individuals who are actually administering the assessmg
and for individuals who provide accommodations.

2.31 (p. 11) indicates that all test administrators must
complete training, but the peers did noidfithe
requirements for test administrators or the accommodat
providers (e.g., Must the individuals be certified? . Can
other school staff be used? . . .remployees or

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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volunteers). If this varies by state, each state should prg
evidence regardinggho can administer the assessment g
provide accommodations.

The peers did not find information about whether
volunteers are allowed (the peers DO NOT recmnd the
use of volunteers); buif,they are allowedinformation
needs to be provided abdwdw communication is provide
for them.

A Evidence of established
and special education teachers, paraprofessionals, tead
of ELs, specialized instruction support personnel, and o
appropriate staff receive necesstraining to administer
assessments and know how to administer assessmentg
including, as necessary, alternate assessments, and kn
how to make use of appropriate accommodations durin
assessments for all students with disabilities (e.g., contg
of training modules, evidence that training is required fo
test administrators and evidence aftcipation in such
training).

2.3-1 provides evidence of standardized test administraf
policies and procedures to familiarize Test Coordinators
with the componets of theACCESS andhlternate
ACCESS (pp. 14465). The peers did not find evidence
regarding how the consortia ensures that the individuals
who administer the assessment are properly trgmed,
training rosters, percentage of test administratorswdre
properly trained, a description of the process for reviewi
the training of the test administrators), as well as a plan
addressing any issues identified.

For ACCESS:
Evidence of established contingency plans to address
possible technology changes during test administration.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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R2.41 is a troubleshooting guide that helps, but it does
provide the level guidance necessargtsuresmooth
continuancen the event of a technology issue (e.g., whe
computer locks up, power flashes off, etc.)

No evidence of specific procedures is provided for

catastrophidisruptions of online testing, such as power
outages, fire, storms, death, etc., or what to do in the cg
of online pauses, loss of Internet connectivity, and othe

disruptions.
Sectin 2.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or
_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
A Evidence of established ¢ ommun isistant Standardizquocesutes orate admmistration of its asaessments hinalug

administration with accommodations (e.g., guidelines or recommended qualifications of test administrators includingsiblisgtderaining of volunteerg
used andqualifications and training for the human providers of accommodations).

A Evidence of established procedures to ensur e t has, spgcalizedinatiucticn sugppors p e
personnel, and otheppropriate staff receive necessary training to administer assessments and know how to administer assessments, iredtedsagyas n
alternate assessments, and know how to make use of appropriate accommodations during assessments for all stisddviltiesifle dj., content of training
modules, evidence that training is required for test administrators and evidence of participation in such training).

For ACCESS:
Evidence of established comprehensieatingency plans to address possible technolbgllengesand other catastrophic evewligring test administration.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.4 1 Monitoring Test Administration

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Reviewed by Department Staff Only Reviewed by Department Staff Only

Critical Element

The State adequately monitors the
administration of its State assessments
ensure that standardized test
administration procedures are
implemented with fidelity across districts
and schools. Monitoring of test
administratio should be demonstrated fi
all assessments in the State system: thg
general ELP assessments and the AEL]

Section 2.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

___The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.51 Test Securit

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Qustions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

f

=a =

The State has implemented and
documented an appropriate set of polici
and procedures to prevent test
irregularities and ensure the integrity of
test results through:

Prevention of any assessnt
irregularities, including maintaining
the security of test materials (both
during test development and at time
of test administration), proper test
preparation guidelines and
administration procedures, incident
reporting procedures, consequence
for confirmedviolations of test
security, andequirements for annua
training at the district and school
levels for all individuals involved in
test administration;

Detection of test irregularities;
Remediation following any test
security incidents involvingrgy of
the Stateds asse
Investigation ofalleged or factual tes
irregularities.

Application of test security
procedures to the general ELP
assessments and the AELPA.

2.37
20182019 Test Policy Handbook for State
Education Agencies

r2.51
Caveon Web Patrol Health Check and Key
Insights

r2.52
Caveon Test Security Audit Report for WIDA

r2.53
Caveon Data Forensics Report

r2.54
WIDA Psychometric Research Plan on Data
Forensics

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of policies
assessment irregularities, including maintaining the
security of test materials (both during test developraadt
at time of test administration), propeist preparation
guidelines and administration procedures, incident
reporting procedures, consequences for confirmed
violations of test security, and requirements for annual
training at the district and school levels for all individual
involved in test adinistration.

o Specifically, evidence for Alternate ACCESS of
policies and procedures to protect the integrity of
the test given that the test form is unchanged for
past several years.

A Evidence of detection o
A Evi de n daton folowing anptest security
incidents.

A Evidence of the investi
irregularities (e.g., forensic analysis and plans to addres
concerns).

an

WIDA has contracted the services of a test security ven
(Caveon) to help gvent test irregularities and ensure thg¢
integrity of test resultsEvidence is not provided that the
Caveon services and audits included the Alternate
ACCESS.

It is good that WIDA has contracted with a test security
organization. However, security atsland the other
submitted evidencdo not address thigitical element.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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This critical el ement req
procedur eséo

Caveon has conducted a number of test and security at
including a security audit of the assessment cfyola item
development to score reporting (r2band a data forensic
analysis of student and test data for the 22020
assessment year (r.23%. There have been no widespreal
securitybreachesthough indings from this analysis
identified security aomalies in one district and three stat]

The peers routinely see policies that require item
developers to sign a confidentialégreement, and an
example of thizonfidentiality agreemeri$ often included
in submitted evidence\lso, routinely the pers see
policies and procedures stating the consequences and
actions taken when a test security violation occurs. Typ
test maintenance involves monitoring of item drift that
could indicate a security breedfollow-up procedures
were not described wheecuritybreachesvere found.

WIDA has plans to continue web security and data fore
analyses with this vendor in 2021 (r2} It is unclear how
WIDA works with the states on ¢hfollow-up investigation
and hav this is communicated to the stateswvttuld be
helpful to see updated Test Policy Handbook for State
Education Agencies (2-3). Also, an SOW or plan for hov
data forensics will be handled would be important. This
documentation would include requirements for training
(e.g., yearly)The peersvould like to see established test
security policies and procedures.

Section 2.55ummary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of policies and procedures that pr ev e n trialsasoth dwirgnest developrmearicay

time of test administration), proper test preparation guidelines and administratiedymes; incident reporting procedures, consequences for confirmed viola

of test security, and requirements for annual training at the district and school levels for all individuals involvedimitestration.
o Specifically, evidence for AlterretACCESS of policies and procedures to protect the integrity of the test given that the test form is unchanged for th

several years.

A Evi d etactiom of te$t irregularities (e.qg., failure to provide accommodations, documentation of horededdrities are reported).

A Evidence of remediation following any test security incidents.

A Evidence of the investi iigsi on of alleged or factual test irregu

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
24
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Critical Element 2.61 Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy

Critical E lement

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State hapolicies and procedures in
place to protect the integrity and
confidentiality of itstest matdals, test
related data, and personally identifiable
information, specifically:

f

To protect the integrity of its test
related data in test administration,
scoring, storage and use of results;
To secure studetiével assessment
data and protect student proyeand
confidentiality, including guidelines
for districts and schools;

To protect personally identifiable
information about any individual
student in reporting, including
defining the minimum number of
students necessary to allow reportir
of scores foall students and student
groups.

r2.6-1
WIDA AMS Security and Confidentiality Agreement

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

APolicies and procedures to protect the integnitiest
related data in test administration (e.g., how data are
protected by all pamtis, including during handoffs).

The online WIDA AMS Security and Confidentiality
Agreement (r2.4l) is a onepage form that provides
evidence of general procedures thpproved users must
follow when handling data. This agreement spesithat
users must follow FERPAjowever, actual policies on
which the Agreement is based were not provided and th
is not a full description of the procedur&ther than the
use of paswordsthere is no evidence regarding rules an
procedures for secure transfer of studenel data (e.g.,
encryption).

It is unclear which assessments the security and
confidentiality agreement provided as evidence (r2.6.1)
applied to. Does it applyptboth the ACCESS and
Alternate ACCESS?

Policies and procedures to maintain secure stdegat
data that protect student privacy and confidentiality (e.g
guidelines for districts and schools).

The provided evidence does not fully respond to the
original request based on the peer review. Specifically,
there is not a discussion or documentation of the
procedures in place to ensure the data in protected. For
example, the process of passing student data from testi
device to the servers scoring and stgrilata. When ports

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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are being created, what ate technical methods being
used to ensure the person accessing is the actual authg
user?

This peerpanel is not rendering judgement on minimum
size. This will be addressed by the individual state¢ke
consortium.

Section 2.6Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
APolicies and procedures to protect the integrftiestrelated data in test administration (e.g., how data are protected by all parties, including during hando

A Policies and pr oc e d4evebdsta thad prateat stndenagrivacy arel confidentialityt (aigd guidelinestioctd and schools).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY

I VALIDITY

Critical Element 3.171 Overall Validity , Including Validity Based on Content

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/SuggestisrRegarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
overall validityevidence for its
assessments consistent with nationally
recognized professional and technical
testing standards.
evidence includes evideathat:

The Stateds mEedBurea s

the knowledge and skills specified in the

Stateds ELP standa

1 Documentation of adequate
alignment betwee
assessment and the ELP standards
assessment is designed to measure
terms of language knowledge and
skills, the depth and breadth of the
Stateds ELP stan
proficiency levels, domains, and
modalities identified therein;

1 Documentation of alignment (as
defined) between
standards and the lamage demands
implied by, or explicitly stated in, the
St ateds academic

1 If the State administers an AELPA
aligned with alternate ELP
achievement standards, the
assessment shows adequate linkag
to the Stateds E
of cortent match (i.e., no unrelated
content) and that the breadth of

content and linguistic complexity

r3.1-1
Executive Committee Notés3/3/20

r3.1-2
Alternate ACCESS and Alternate Model
Performance Indicator Alignment Studies Report

r3.1-3
Draft Alternate Can Do Descriptors

The blue text is the additional evidence requesteoly
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS:

ADocumentation of adequatlignment

between the State's ELP assessment and the ELP stan
the assessment is designed to measure in terms of lang
knowledge and skills and the depth and breadth of the
State's ELP standards across all proficiency levels,
domains, and modalés identified therein.

A Documentation of alignn
standards and the language demands implied by, or
explicitly stated in, the State's academic content standa

Due tothe pandemig¢planned alignment studies have not

yet takerplace. r3.11 (p. 5) providegvidence of

alignment studies tentatively set for the spring/summer

2021, including an alignment study of the:

o online and paper versions of ACCESS to the WIDA
2007 and 2012 ELP Standards

o0 WIDA Standards to State Content Stards

The proposed alignment study only appears to address
of the issues found in the original peer revidie
proposed study should give evidence of alignment betw
the assessment and the co
there is no guaranteedistate has adopted the WIDA
standards as their ELP standards. Caution must be use
ensure that the alignment study applies to the state whe
being considered during a state revi€ensideration mus
be given to states that have modified CCSS as tbaient

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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determined in test design is standards to ensure the ELP standards meet the langusé
appropriate for ELs who are studen demands of the adopted state content standards.

with the most significant cognitive

disabilities. Documentation should also be provided talicitly lays

out how independence in taignment study was
maintained (given the alignmentsdly will be conducted
by an affiliated organizationWCEPS).

For Alternate ACCESS:
AEvidence of adequate linkage to the State's ELP stano
in terms of content match (i.e., no unrelated content) an
that the breadth of content and linguistic compiexit

determined in test design is appropriate for ELs who arg
students with the most significant cognitive disabilities

The alignment between the alternate assessment, and {
2007 and 2012 standards gives a lot of flex in the alignr]
since the consortiuns not clearly stating a single set of
standards. It is also worthy of note that the newest of th
standards were updated 8 years ago.

R3.1-2 documents the alignment study conducted betwe
1) the Alternate ACCESS and the Model performance
indicators ad 2) the alternate (APIs) and model
performance indicators (MPIs). Page 11 in the summary
provides the criteria for the study. On page 26, there is
discussion of the findings. Specifically, none of the alt
ACCESS assessments include writing tasks relkat¢ide
math strand. It seems like this is an alignment issue if th
assessment is supposed to measure all the standards &
the language proficiency levels. Results were mixed (pf
2426 ) . For example, the al
Alternate ACCEBES was fiacceptably
AMPI s o, while the | inking
linked to WI DAG6s | anguage
Results will be used to support ongoing maintenance ar,
new Alternate ACCESS item development (p. 26).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Document r3.13 provides evidence of draft Alternate Ca
Do Descriptors created at
invitational meeting to support educators in the instructi
of ELs with the most significant cognitive disabilities. Pa
16 of the WIDA ConsortiunResponse states that this

Afwork is also being used
AMPIs, including expectations in the area of the langua
of Soci al Studies, and to

Providing the list of catlo descriptors does not suppdre t
validity of them.

It would be helpful to see more specifics such as a time
for when these findings will be addressed and details al
how a stakeholder discussion would be conducted arou
the acceptability of HAoor
by gradeodo (p. 26).

Note: USDOE specifies that the alignment study is
independentR3.1-2 (Table 6, p. Hindicates that WIDA
staff facilitated the panels even though on page 24, it st
that facilitators didnant
future alignment studigeprovide clarity regarding how
independence was ensured.

As WIDA movesforward with the redesigprocesss, the
consortia shoultbe cognizant of the impact on alignment

Section 3.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidercis required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

For ACCESS:

ADocumentation of adequate alignmédrgtween the StatetsirrentELP assessment and thierrentELP standardthe assessment is designed to measuesiins of
language knowledge and skills and the depth and breadth of the State's ELP standards across all proficiency levebmdiomodialities identified therein.

A Documentation of a lcurrgntEirRestandardserndihe langeaternaeds Bipliad by, 'orexplicitly stated in, the State'sentacademic
content standards.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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For Alternate ACCESS:
AEvidence of adequate linkage to the State's ELP standards in terms of content match (i.e., no unrelated content) areatihtdientent and linguistic
complexity determined in test design is appropriate for ELs who are students with the most significant cognitive disabilities

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.21 Validity Based onLinguistic Processes
Evidence (Record docment and page # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State hadocumented adequate 2.1-2 The blue text is the additional evidence requestelaly
validity evidence that its assessments tg Annual Technical Report for ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0| PréVIous peer reviewers.
the intended language processes Online English Language Proficiency Test, Series

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
AAdequate validity evidence that its assessments tap th
intended language processes appropriate for each grad

appropriate for each gradevel/grade 401, 20162017 Administration
band as represent e

standards. s
r2.2-1 level/gradeband as represented in the State's ELP
ACCESS for ELLs® Test Development Cycle standards.
(2.2. ACCESS

WIDA-ACCESS Test Development Team The provided evidence does not address the requests fi

the original peer review. The evidence does not suppori
assertion that the assessmtaps the intenddithguistic
processe for each grade or grade cluster. While docume
r2.2-1 (p. 9, pp. 1412) provides evidence of procedures
associated with the test development cycle to ensure th
ACCESS content is appropriate to each gHadel cluster,
and document r2:2 identifies &perience working with
ELs as a regsite for some positions in the test
developmentdam, there is no specific evidence in these
documents about actual procedures or expertise design
evaluate the linguistic complexity of the vocabulary,
graphics anather content features of an item that could
impact the measurement ditintended language
processeslhe peers were concerned that language
development experts appear not to have been included
the panel making expert judgment. The peers suggest |
explicit between how the items are reviewed and who d
the review procesghe reviewergjudgement as to the
language process being demonstrateould also be
captured

Alternate ACCESS

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence for this CE needs to be yided for the Alternate
ACCESS .t was unclear how evidence provided applies
the Alternate ACCESS.

Section 3.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
AAdequate validity evidence that its assessments tap the intended language processes appropriate for each gradbdedeligrapeesented in the State's EL|
standards.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.31 Validity Based on Internal Structure
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical E lement

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State hadocumented adequate 3.1—10_ _ _ 3 The _blue textis the additional @idence requestedy
validity evidencethat thescoring and Exploring DomairGeneral and Domaipecific previous peer reviewers.

Linguistic Knowledge in the Assessment of Academig

reporting structures of its assessiseare
consistent with the sulomain structures
of t h eELB standasdérswhich
the intended interpretations and uses of

English Language Proficiency For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

3.31 A Evidence that the scori

results are based. ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 Construct Validity Study assessments are consistent with the subdomain structu
the State's ELP standards (e.g., an explanation otme@w
6.2-1 included statistical analyses relate to the validity
WIDA Consortium Report on 2018018 Boxplot framework for the assessments).

Analyses Results
The studiesn R3.31 and 3.31 are appreciated and do

r.3.31 explore the highelevel structures. The CE requires
Alternate ACCESS for ELLs (AMIACCESS) evidence that the 4 domains being scored are separate
Construct Validity Study domans and not repeatedly scoring the same domain o

significantly overlapping domain multiple times. The
structural equation modelSEM) analysis presented does
not clearly speak to the issue and does not provide an
explanation of how the study is evit® of 4 separate
domains scoredeparately in the 4 stdcoresThe
exploratory factor analysis indicates the presence of on
strong factor with some overlap between the next two
factors.The reporting and use of subscores for instructig
decisions is nosupported by the evidence provided.

Section 3.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence t h eportng stractuses o thel assgssneentdarerconsistent with the subdomain structures of the State's ELP standargiéai@atjoral
of how the included statistical analyses relate to the validity framework for the assessments).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 3.41 Validity Based on Relatiors to Other Variables
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State hadocumented adequate 3.4-8 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
validity evidenet hat t he St The Bridge Study between Tests of English previous peer reviewers.

assessment scores are related as expe Language Proficiency and ACCESS for ELLs®

with other variables. For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

3.49

Intersections: Applied Linguistics as a Meeting A Adequate validity evide
Place scores & related as expected with other variables.
r3.4-1 ACCESS

Examiningthe relationship between the WIDA

Screener and ACCESS for ELLs assessments The new study (r3:4) was helpful angbrovides evidence

of relationships between ACCESS and the WIDA scree
It provides evidence that scores on Screener provide ar|
initial me a s u r emic &rglistalanguage d
proficiency (p. 5), are strongly predictive of ACCESS
scores.

3.4-8 provides limited evidence and predates the curren
WIDA assessment (study date is 2006).

3.4-9 (page 220) shows the results dtaictural equation
model SEM) indicating relationships to math achieveme
(criterion validity). This relationship could indicate a
problematic issue with the measure because high
correlations between varying disciplines could indicate
measuring the wrong constru¥tear of study is unkown.
Because WIDA has gone through so many iterations of
standards, it was difficult to know which set of standard
was being studied.

Studies showinfpow the ACCESS scores are correlated
screener scores or other EL assessments does not pro
thenecessy evidence. The evidence ned¢dshow that

students who score higher on ACCESS also perform be
on (for example) state ELA content assessments. The

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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studies need to be performed using a current set of the
assessments. The point of this CE ipitovide valid
evidence supporting the assertion that the ACCESS
assessments are measuring the ELP constructs in ways
impact student performance on related measures.

Like many CEOG6s this evide
develop if there is a stronglationship between the
assessments, the content standards, and a Theory of A
This relationship becomes the foundation for the validity
argument (theory).

Alternate ACCESS

No evidence was submitted for this type of validity for th
Alternate ACCESS

Section 3.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Adequate validity evi den cmelatedasexpedel with Gleravarialles., raaticship setweem ACCESSmscoesandothe
linguistic measures)

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 4: TECHNICAL QUALITY

Critical Element 4.171 Reliability

I OTHER

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for fute
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State hadocumented adequate
reliability evidence for its assessments f
the following measures of reliability for
the Stateds st udcmn
each student group consistent with
nationally recognized professional and
technical testing
assessments are implemented in multip)
States, measures of reliability for the
assessment overall and each student gt
consistentith nationally recognized
professional and technical testing
standards, including:

T Test reliability
assessments estimated for its stude
population for ELP assessments,
including any domain or component
subtests, as applicab)e

1 Overalland conditional standard
error of measure
assessments, including any domain
component sulbests, as applicable;

1 Consistency and accuracy of
estimates in categorical classificatig
decisions for the cut scores,
achievement levels orgficiency
levels based on the assessment
results;

1 For computeiadaptive tests,
evidence that the assessments
produce test forms with adequately

2.1-2

Annual Technical Report for ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0
Online English Language Proficiency Test, Series
401, 20162017 Administration

2.1-4

Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS
for ELLs® English Language Proficiency Test, Series
103, 20152016 Administration

2.1-5

Annual Technical Report for ACCESS fatLs® 2.0
Paper English Language Proficiency Test, Series
401, 20162017 Administration

2.1-6

Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS
for ELLs® English Language Proficiency Test, Series
403, 20182019 Administration

r4.1-1

Annual Technical Report fAACCESS for ELLs® 2.0
Paper English Language Proficiency Test, Series
403, 20182019 Administration

r4.1-5

Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS
for ELLs® English Language Proficiency Test,
Series 403, 2018019 Administration

r4.1-6
Using Multigage Testing to Enhance

Measurement of an English Language

The blue text is the additional evidence requesteoly
previous peer revewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of test reliability, including:

o Reliability by subgroups;

o Consistency and accuracy of estimates in categoricg
classification decisions for the cut scores, achievemy
levels or proficiency levels lsad on the assessment
results;

o Evidence that reliability statistics are used to inform
ongohng maintenance and development.

For ACCESS, WIDAG6s | atest
Technical Report (2028019) provides evidence of
subgroup test reliability bgender, ethnicity and IEP statu
for the online test (r4-2, pp. 2289 to 2295) and the pape
test (r4.14, pp. 2411 to 2418).The peers would
recommend looking at reliability by home language and
SES.

For ACCESS, WI DAbd6s | atest
Technical Report (2022019) provides a) evidence of
overall indices related to the accuracy and consistency
classification, as well a
consistency information conditional on proficiency level,
and c) indices of classifition accuracy, including the
falsepositives and the falseegatives, and consistency at
the cut points for the online test (r&21pp. 2316 to 2341,
and the paper test (r44l pp. 2437 to 2466).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for fute Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
precise estimatesafn E L 6 s | Proficiency Test WI DA6s | atest editionstof
proficiency. (20182019) provides evidence of test information functi
r4.1-7 (TIF) curves to inform item selection and forms creation
Figures for Using Multistage Testing to Enhance target each test form to the intended proficiency levels f
Measurement of an English Language the online test (r4:-2, pp. 2263 to 2286) and for the pape
Proficiency Test teg (r4.1-4, pp. 2369 to 2408).However, the provided

TIF curves for writing call many assumptions about the
assessment into question. The almost bimodal nature is
normally seen in a wefunctioning assessment. These
same concerns are repeated for Speakidditionally, the
cut scores for the speaking preA are so far away from t
area of high accuracy that it calls into question the
usefulness of the preA speaking assessment.

The issue is that the TIFs show that the test is informati
function is not alwag highest at the upper levels of the P
see r4.12 page 277279). Also, accuracy and consistency
measures for some composite scores and domains app
low (see for example r4.2 p. 2138).

The provided evidence does not fulfill the request from {
initial peer review and does not support the assertion th
the assessments being reviewed met this CE

A For cadaptipeutdsts, evidence that the
assessments produce test forms with adequatetyser
estimates of an EL's ELP.

According to the WIDAsubmission notesiEach year in
April and May, WIDA and its test

development vendor (Center for Applied

Linguistics) establish an annual refreshment

plan for ACCESS for ELLs. The purpose of this

plan is to identify slots within the mulsitage

adaptive ésign where new folders of items and

tasks should be developed. WIDA commits to
consistently target high Plistening items over
Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for fute Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

the course of the next two to three years, until

the gaps in the item pool are filled. This plan will

assist in deepening thegq of items that

appropriately target PLs 5 and 6 on Listenirithe peers
would like to see evidence that items at the various leve
were actually produced and put into the bank.

Critical Element

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of reliability, including test inforrtian
functions (TIFs) for overall composite scores.

R4.1:-5 provides TIFs for the alternate ACCESS but the
results were not compelling as evidence of the reliability
the assessment. In particular, peers notedthigatut scores
are not in typical loca&ins for a TIF curve. Further
explanation or an action plan would be needed for this
evidence to become sufficient.

R4.1:-5 provides TIFs for the four domains but not for the
overall test. The peers would like to see this evidence.

Section 4.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence dtest reliability, including:
0 Acceptable ansistency and accuracy of estinsaite categorical classification decisions for the cut scores, achievement levels or proficiendyaleselsn the
assessment results, or a plan to improve the consistency and accuracy;
o Evidence that reliability statistics are used to inform ongoingte@ance and development.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for fute Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

Critical Element ) ;
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

For ACCESS:

A For eadaptipatdsts, evidence that the assessments produce test forms with adequately precise estimates of an EL's ELP.

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of reliability, including test information funct®(TIFs) for overall composite scores.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.21 Fairness and Accessibility

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For all State ELP assessments,
assessments should be developed, to t
extent practicable, using the principles (
universal design for learning (UDL) (see
definition®).

For ELP assessmentshe State has take
reasonable and appropriate steps to en:
thatits assessments are accessible to a
EL students and fair across student

groups, including ELs with disabilities, ir
their design, development, and analysis

2.1-4

Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS
for ELLs® English Language Proficiency TeSeries
103, 20152016 Administration

2.2-16
Accessibility and Accommodations Supplement

2.31
ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0 2018017 Test
Administrator Manual

r4.2-1
Bias Review Checklist

r4.2-2
Bias & Sensitivity Review Training

r4.2-3
Comparison of DIF rethods 10

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the asses
students and fair across student groups in design,
development, and analysis.g., the implementation of
universal design principles, to the extent practicable, du
item development and review, and additional differentia
item functioning (DIF) analyses taglude more student
subgroups).

Documents r4.3 (reading and listeningnly) and r4.15
provide evidence of evaluation bias through DIF analysi
of performance by gender and ethnicity (students of
Hispanic ethnic background versus students of non
Hispanic ethnic background) and impact analysis on
subgroup. Document r4.2 provides evidence that WIDA
is conducting a study on differential item functioning (DI
based on disability status (i.e., IEP status) to examine
whether the questions are biased against students with
accommodations (p. 1)t is an attempt to addresaiffiness
and accessibility for a variety of studerisudy results are
expected to be completed by February 2021.

There is limited evidence in either the ACCESS or
Alternate ACCESS technical manuals that DIF analyseg
conducted beyond ethnicity andngler (r4.12 and r4.15).

°see pagle 2LBadbk bds

Guide to the U.S.

www.ed.gov/admins/lead/accavsaa.html

De p ar t merSeptemiber 2B, @Qldvalable at:n 6 s

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence nedd#é

any, from the Department.
41
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Document r4.35 provides evidence of DIF analyses to
compare the performance of students on the Alternate
ACCESS by gender and ethnicity (students of Hispanic
ethnic background versus students of-tispanic ethnic
background)The focus on Hispanic studerftaxd not
additional racial/ethnic groups) is a limitation of the stud

Evidence provided of bias and sensitivity review training
and checklists (r4:2 and 2)

The peers could not find information about Universal
Designduring item developmerand reviewfor the
ACCESS or Alternate ACCESSlor was there in any
discussion of methodssedto ensure equalkaess of ELs
with disabilitieswho have different needs and
characteristicgr2.2-1).

The peers typically see eviderfoe this CE that includes
the number of items flagged for bias and the results of t
bias review for these items.

For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the State
appropriate steps to ensure that its assessments are
accessibled all EL students and fair across student grod
including Els with disabilities, in their design,
development, and analysis, guidance and instructions o
appropriate instructional supports that can be used duri
the assessment, particularly for Bradled alternate mode;
of communication.

Alternate ACCESS appears not to meet federal
requirements. The WI DA re
ACCESS is not provided in Braille or any alternate mod
of communication. o

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Section 4.2Summary Statement
____Noadditional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the assessments are accessi bpment and analysis (e.g.tthe onplenterstaticn ofd
universal design principles, to the extent practicable, during item development and review, and additional differefutiadtiterimg (DIF) analyses to include
more student subgroups).

For Alternate ACCESS:

A  Evidence that the State has taken reasonabl e an students and faipacrosa stuelentsgtoeps,
including Els with disabilities, in their design, development, and analysis, guidaddastructions on appropriate instructional supports that can be used dur
assessment, particularly for Braille and alternate modes of communication.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.31 Full Performance Continuum

Critical Element Evidence (Record documet and page # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The Statéhas ensured that each (WIDA Response: For detail the reliability of ACCES{ The blue text is the additional evidence requesteloly

assessmemtrovides an adequately precil ' YR ! t G SNy 4GS 1/ / 9{{ X &4 previous peer reviewers.

estimate of student performance across| request for Critical Element 4)1
the full performance comtuum forELP
assessmenjsncluding performance for
EL students with high and low levels of
English language proficiency and with
different proficiency profiles across the
domains of speaking, listening, reading,
and writing.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence t htpovidesar dueqaately e
precise estimate of student performance across the full
performance continuum for ELP assessments, including
performance for EL students with high and low levels of
ELP.

Test Information graphs seem to indicate that the test in
some cases provides little information at key cut scores
(see for example r4-2, p. 281286). This indicates that th
tests might not be adequately measuring students acros
continuum of abilities especially in higher grades (page
for discussion DTIF).

The WIDA response for this CE referred to CE 4.1.

WI D Arésponse to CE 4does not provide sufficient
evidence to support the assertion that the assessments
provide adequately precise estimates of student
performance across the full performamoatinuum. In
fact, the peers amnerned that the opposite is tribe
provided evidencelucidates the problems withe
estimates of student performance on these assessment

Evidence was not provided for thétérnate ACCESS.

In addition to previasly requested evidence, thees
recommend thatVIDA also include the remediation plan
for correcting the varying inaccuracy of estimates identi
in the evidence the consortium prded in responding to
element 4.1.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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| |
Section 4.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that each assessment provides an fuhpkroqmaned centinuunmpfar EL® assessmernsst i
including performance for EL students with high and low levels of ELP.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

45



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Critical Element 4.47 Scoring

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/QuestionSuggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has established and documet
standardized scoring procedures and
protocols for its assessments (dad

ELP assessments, any applicable dome
or component sudestg that are designe(
to produce reliable and meaningful
results facilitate valid score
interpretationsand eport assessment
results in tEUWPMS o
standards

For ELP assessmentd,an English
learner has a disability that precludes
assessment of the stud@ambne or more
of the required domains/components
(listening, speaking, reading, and writing
such that there are no appropriate
accommodations for the affected
domain(s)/component(s), the State mus|
provide a description of how it will ensur
that the stdent is assessed in the
remaining domain(s)/component(s) in
which it is possible to assess the studer
and a description of how this will occtfr.

2.31
ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0 2038017 Test
Administrator Manual

4.47

Less Than Four Domains_ Creating@werall
Composite Score for English Learners with
Individualized Education Plans

r4.4-1
Alternate ACCESS for ELLs Test Administration
Tutorial

r4.4-2

Al ternate ACCESS for ELLU
r4.4-3
Maintaining Rater Reliability in Scoring ACCESor

ELLs 2.0 Paper Speaking Test

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that if an EL
assessment of the student in one or more of tanexd
domains/components (listening, speaking, reading, and
writing) because there are no appropreteommodations
for the affected domain(s)/component(s), the State ensy
that the student is assessed in the remaining
domain(s)/component(s) in whichis possible to assess
the student, including a description of how this will occu

WI DAS& s n oststates saltingsanduagplying testing
policy. A paper was provided to guide states in selecting
method for crating a composite score (474 WIDA
provided documentation about the scoring of the speaki
test and shows the certification process for the raters (p
5, r4.43). There was information on how states could
monitor speking scores on pagestéb WIDA does not
monitor these score¥he applicéion of local scoring
procedures and protocols is ultimately under direction a
authority ofeach membestate. Whichif accurate, would
mean that each state using the assessment needs to suU
evidence of scoring procedures and protocols to meet t
CE.

For ACCESS:

A Evidence of standardi
protocols that are designed to produce reliable and

Z €

10 see full reference iregulation,34 CFRS 200.6(h)(4)(ii) (online ahttps://www.ecfr.gov/cgbin/text
idx?SID=07d 68e9e7a6c5931b4549cc15547ee9&mc=true&node=se34.1.200 16&rgnFdiv8

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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meaningful results, facilitatealid score interpretations,
and report assessment results in terms of the State's El
standards (e.g., @lence that the scoring of speaking iten
on the paper form of the test is monitored).

r4.4-3 provides evidence of standardized scoring
procedures and protocols to produce reliable results an
interpretation of spoken response scored in real time by
test administrator on the paper form of the ACCESS
Speaking test, and that the scores are reported accordi
the WIDA English language proficiency standards. The
procedures and protocols include quality controls for int
rater reliability to ascertaindw often readers are in exact
adjacent, and nonadjacent agreement with each other,
ensuring that an acceptable agreement rate is maintain
WIDA considers a minimally acceptable rate of reliability
to be 70% (p. 2)No evidence was provided that thereswa
consistent monitoring afcoring of speaking items on the
paper form.

As a way to verify the accuracy of scoring, it would have
been helpful if WIDA had provided an example of an
internal report containing daily and cumulative intater
reliability ageement results for the scoring of the paper
form of the Speaking test. Also, evidence of invalidation
test scores that reflect improbable gains and that canng
satisfactorily explained through changes in student
populations or instruction would belpful.

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of the implementation of standardized scorin
procedures angrotocols (e.g., definitions of key terms al
test administration and scoring procedures).

The application of local scoring procedures and protoco
ultimately under direction and authority of each membe
state. Whichif accurate, would mean that each state usi

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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the assessment needs to submit evidence of scoring
procedures and protocols to meet this CE.

Section 4.4Summary Statement
____No addional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that if an EL has a disability t ha tomgns/emuponentsistening speakisgrreadirg
and writing) because there are no appropaatmmmodations for the affected domain(s)/component(s), the State ensures that the student is assessed in {
remaining domain(s)/component(s) in which it isgibke to assess the student, including a description of how this will occur.

For ACCESS:

A Evidence of standardized scoring procedures and jlitatet ocols that ar
valid score interpretations, aneport assessment results in terms of the State's ELP standards (e.g., evidence that the scoring of speaking iteras fonnthef g
the test is monitored).

For Alternate ACCESS:

AEvidence of the implementation of standardized scoring procedurgsatndols (e.g., definitions of key terms and test administration and scoring procedu

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.517 Multiple Assessment Forms
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestie Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

If the State administers multiple forms o| 2.1-2 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
ELP assessmentsithin or across grade | Annual Technical Report for ACCESS for ELLsS® 2.0| previous peer reviewers.

spans, ELP levels, or school years, the | Online English Language Proficiency Test, Series

Critical Element

State ensures that all forms adequately| 401, 20162017 Administration For ACCESS:
repr esentELRstaedar@dnd t
yield consistent score interpretations su( 2.1-5 A Evi d ealhforms atequately represent the State's
that the forms are comparable within an| Annual TechnicbeReport for ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0 | ELP standards and yield consistent score interpretation
across settings. Paper English Language Proficiency Test, Series such that the forms are comparable within and across
401, 20162017 Administration settings, particularly for the listening domain (e.g.,
rationales for why equating is not done for tfager
r4.51 versions of the reading and listening domains and
Alternate ACCESS CDF Curves rationales for the use of the anchor item sets).

Document 2.1.2 (pp. 586) provides evidence of a
procedure known as commdtem equating to ensure the
comparability of results on new forms to thider forms.

Page 29 of the WIDA Response states that when the
fonline version of ACCESS
domain test was equated with that of the paper version
using a commotperson linking method, as there were ng
common Listening items betwe versions in the fitgear
of ACCESS Online.o In the
Listening items, but these many years later, it would be
expectedHhat data would be provided for Listenirgjnce
WIDA reports on four domains, it appears that the
foundationof the assessment is based on the separatior|
those skills and abilities. Assuming the four domains
represent differentontent;t is important to equate acrosg
all four domains.

Page 29 of the WIDA Responaksostateghat he

iReadi ng dverelmkech usihgeaschositem setg
ensuring the online version of the test maintained the sé
scale as the paper versio

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

49



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

The way the paper version is treated either makes it a
different form or a different version. Thus, either here or|
4.6 the equiing needs to be addressed to meet one or
ot her CEO6s.

The grade span forms and changes by school year are
adequately adéssed in the provided evidence

For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that all for ms
ELP standats and yield consistent score interpretations
such that the forms are comparable within and across

settings (e.g., evidence that using the same test items &
year does not impact validity).

r4.51 shows scale scores by proportions of etusl for
eachform of Alternate ACCESSThe curves do not
provide evidence that the forms represent the ELP
standards. WIDA provided evidenoécomparability in
terms of score distoution but it is not responsive to the
requestlt would be helpful to have the resutitthe

linking study and a plan for equating to ensure thesenoa
been drift over time. In short, using the same items for 7
years is normally considered a rigkvalidity which then
calls into question the ability to provide consistent score
interpreations.

Section 4.5S5ummary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

_X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

For ACCESS:

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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A Evidence that all forms adequat eonsjstent sue irdespeetationstsuctethatte dotme are corBparBble svithin a
across settings, particularly for the listening domain (e.g., rationales for why equating is not done for the papeof#rsiceesding and listening domains and
rationaledor the use of the anchor item sets).

For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that all forms adequately represent t h etheSorns tireomparghleRiths tiral n
across settings (e.g., eviderthat using the same test items every year does not impact validity).

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.61 Multiple Versions of an Assessment
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regardatg St
reference) Documentation or Evidence

r4.6-1 This CEwas met irtheinitial submission

Exploring Scoring Discrepancies inC&CESS
Writing Assessments: Why do handwritten
responses score higher than keyboard
responses? (Poster)

Critical Element

If the State administers any of its
assessments in multiple versions within
subject area (e.g., online versus paper
based delivery), grade level, or school
year, the State;

1 Followed a design and developmen
process to sumpt comparable
interpretations of results for student
tested across the versions of the
assessments;

4.6-6
Series 400 ACCESS Paper and Online
Comparability Report

. r4.6-2
T Sgrigg;%tiﬁ?ya:)cfietﬂg?;[]eesx:ggn;r?d()f Draft comparability report ACCESS501 effect size
graph

interpretations of the assessment
results.

Section 4.6Summary Statement
_X__ No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 4.71 Technical Analysis and Ongoing Maintenance
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The State: 2.1-4 The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS | previous peer reviewers.

for ELLs® English Language Proficiency Test, Serieq

Critical Element

1 Has a system for monitoring,
maintaining, and improving, as

needed, the quality of its assessmej 103, 20152016 Administration For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:
systemjncluding clear and .
technically sound criteria for the rl.31 . ) A E.V idenc e, of _a dequate te
analyses of all of the assessments i Advancing ALTELLA: Alternate Assessment including on the State's website.
Redesign

its assessment system (i.e., genera
assessments and alternate
assessments), and

1 Evidence of adequate technical
quality is made public, including on
t he Stlsiteeds w

WI DA response (p. 32) st a
takes responsibility for making the technical quatif the
ACCESS tests available to the publi@o support this
effort, WIDA provides redacted versions of the Annual
Technical Report available to member states to post
publicly. 0 -Dieanexampietofsthe fulh . 1
annual technical report for ACGES.

Documentr4.1-5 is an example of the full annual technic
report for Alternate ACCESS.

Since WIDA is deferring this requirement to the states, {
states must meet this requirement.

For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of a s ysihirgmandf o
improving, as needed, the quality of its assessment sys

Evidence was found that WIDA received a grant to do tf
however, a grant is not going to fund the recurring cycle
Evidence could not be found in ri13that the redesign
woudresul t in a fAsystem for
improving, as needed, the quality of its assessment
systemo.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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| |
Section 4.7Summary Statement
_____No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brigdmate:

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of adequate technical qua(If WIDAis diferingithah statgs wibrleed ¢o,meet thisGEN d i n g
For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of ag, saintiniegrand iroprovimgoas neéded:; therguality of its assessment system.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 5: INCLUSION OF ALL STUDENTS

Critical Element 5.11 Procedures for Including Students with Disabilities

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # fduture
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has in place procedures to
ensure the inclusion of all public
elementary and secondary school
student'wi t h di sabi |l it
assessmérsystem. Decisions about hoy
to assess students with disabilities musi
made by a student 6
IDEA, the placement team under Sectio
504, or the individual or team designate
by a district to make that decision undet
Title Il of the ADA, & applicable, based
on each studentds
needs.

1 For ELP assessmentgolicies that
require the inclusion of an EL with g
disability that precludes assessmen
of the student in one or more of the
required domains (speaking,
listening,reading, and writing) such
that there are no appropriate
accommodations for the affected
component (the State must assess |
student 6s Engl i s
proficiency based on the remaining
components in which it is possible t
assess the student).

2.2-16
Accessibility and Accommodations Supplement

The blue text is the additional evidence requesteoly
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of policies th
with a disability that precludes &ssment of the student i
one or more of the required domains (i.e., ensuring that
student will be assessed based on the remaining

components in which it is possible to assess the studen

Document 2.216 (p. 4) provides evidence of the
participation &pectations for all ELs with disabilities.

WI DA6s accessibility supp
being revisedThis evidence was insufficient during the
previous peer review and it is still insufficient. There nee
to be evidence of a clear policy tégng students to take g
many domains as they are capable of participating in, a
procedure for producing an overall score based on the
domains assessed. The WIDA response indicates that ¢
revisedaccessibility supplement/manuaill be released in
Fal, 2021, but the delay caused students in 2020 to lack
inclusion that these guidelines would allow.

According to WI DA respons
is not provided in Braille or any alternate mode of
communication. o

Evidence was not sufficiémo meet this CE.

1 For ELP peer review, this refers to ELs with disabilities.
Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.

55



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVEW NOTES FOR WIDA

Evidence (Record document and page # fduture Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

Section 5.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence of pol i ciofasELtwihatdisabildydhatipreadudes dssessimentof thiesstudent in one or more of the required doma
ensuring that the student will be assessed based on the remaining components in which it is possible to assess the student

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical El ement 5.2F DOES NOT APPLY to ELP Assessment Peer Review
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

1 Note: This critical element does not
applyto ELP assessments, as the
requirements only apply to the
inclusion of ELs inacademic
assessments

Section 5.2Summary Statement

____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
T [list additional evidence needed wi/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,

including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.37 Accommodations

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

il

The Statenakes available appropriate
accommodations and ensures that its
assessments are accessible to studentg
with disabilities and ELSs, including ELs
with disabilities. Specifically, the State:

Ensures that appropriate
accommodations are available for
ELs;

Has ctermined that the
accommodations it provides (1) are
appropriate and effective for meetin
the individual S
participate in the assessments, (2) (
not alter the construct being assess
and (3) allow meaningful
interpretations of redts and
comparison of scores for students
who need and receive
accommodations and students who
do not need and do not receive
accommodations;

Has a process to individually review
and allow exceptional requests for ¢
small number of students who requi
accommodations beyond those
routinely allowed

Ensures that accommodations for a
required assessments do not deny
students with disabilities or ELs the
opportunity to participate in the
assessment and any benefits from
participation in the assessment.

2.1-4

Annual Technical Report for ALTERNATE ACCESS
for ELLs® English Language Proficiency Test, Serieq
103, 20152016 Administration

2.2-16
Accessibility and Accommodations Supplement

2.2-17
The WIDA Accessibility and Accommodations
Framework

2.31
ACCESS for ELLs® 2.0 2012017 Test
Administrator Manual

5.37
ACCESS FOR ELLs 2.0® Unique Accommodations
Request Form

r5.31
ACCESS for ELLs 2.0 Online Sample Items for the
Public

r5.3-2

CCSSO Accessibility Manual: How to Select,
Administer, and Evaluatesé of Accessibility
Supports for Instruction and Assessment of All
Students

r5.3-3
WIDA Research Agenda Supporting English
Learners with Disabilities

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the provi
o Are appropriate and effective for meeting the
individual student's need(s) to participate in the
assessments.

o Do not alter the construct being assessed.

o Allow meaningful interpretations of resudiad
comparison of scores for students who need and rece
accommodations and students who do

not need and do not receive accommodations.

It is unclear if WIDA requires all states to implement
accommodations as outlined in the provided evidence g
staes are permitted to alter these.

ACCESS

Document583 provi des evidence
studies at various stages of completion to verify the
appropriateness and effectiveness of allowable
accommodations to allow student participation in the
WIDA asessmentsFor example,

Page 6 provides evidence of an Accessibility and
Accommodations use studies scheduled for summer 20
to investigate 1) the eff
accommodations; 2) common practices across the
consortium in selecting accdsiity tools and
accommodations for students taking ACCESS; and 3) h
IEP team members understand and differentiate
accessibility tools and accommodations for English

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

language proficiency assessments and content assessI|
Evidence not yet available.

Document r4.42 (p. 35) states that accommodations sha
not fAaffect the validity
of the scores for their i
document 2.216 (p. 6) states that accessibility supports
identified as likely ® compromise the validity of the
assessment and invalidate
from the Accessibility and Accommodations Supplemen
However, neither documents provide evidence of what
procedures are used to accomplish this goal.

WIDA is currently developing evaluation tools for the
as®ssment using the updated CCSSO Accessibility
Manual The work will be completed in 2021. WIDA
should submit documentation to peer review when
completed.

WIDA has provided a timeline and comprehensive rese
agenda for supporting ELs with disabilities. These studi
will address important information across a range of top
including DIF, reporting, performance differences for EIs
with and without accommodations.

The submitted evidence is hopeful, yet itnsufficient to
meet the requirements of this CE at this time.

Alternate ACCESS
Evidence specific to the Alternate ACCESS not found.

A Evidence of a process t
exceptional requests for a small number of students wh
requireaccommodations beyond those routinely allowed

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

5.3.7 provides a process for other accommodations to b
considered for £CESS (but not specificallilternate
ACCESS.))

Critical Element

For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that appropri a
for ELs.

Evidence specifito Alternate ACCESSwas not found
A Evidence that accommod ad
disabilities or ELs the opportunity to participate in the

assessment

Evidence specifito Alternate ACCESS was not found.

Section 5.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the provided accommodati ons:
0 Are appropriate and effective for meetihg individual student's need(s) to participate in the assessments.
o Do not alter the construct being assessed.
o Allow meaningful interpretations of results and comparison of scores for students who need and receive accommodatergsiadche do
not need and do not receive accommaodations.

For Alternate ACCESS:
A Evidence that appropriate accommodations are available for ELSs.
A Evidence that accommodations do not deny students$ with disabiliti

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

A Evidence of a process to individually review and rmnotatonsbeyond thpse rouinelg
allowed.

Critical Element

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 5.41 Monitoring Test Administration for Special Populations

Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
The State monitors test administration il The CE requires state specific evidence to meet

its districts and schools to ensure that

appropriate assasents, with or without

accommodations, are selected diir
students with disabilitieand ELs so that
they are appropriately included in
assessments and receive accommodati
that are:

T Consistent with
for accommodations;

1 Appropriae for addressing a
student 6s disabi
for each assessment administered;

1 Consistent with accommodations
provided to the students during
instruction and/or practice;

I Consistent with the assessment
accommodations identified by a
s t u d KR Teansunder IDEA,
placement team convened under
Section 504; or for students covere(
by Title Il of the ADA, the individual
or team designated by a district to
make these decisions; or another
process for an EL

1 Administered with fidelity to test
admhistration procedures;

1 Monitored for administrations of all
required ELP assessments, and
AELPA.

Section 5.4Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence
____The following additional evi&hce is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Critical Element

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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SECTION 6: ELP ACHIEVEMENT STANDARDS AND REPORTING

Critical Element 6.11 State Adoption of ELP Achievement Standardgor All Students

Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The CE requires state specific evidence to meet

Critical Element

For ELP standards:

1 The State adopted ELP achievemel
standards that address the differen
proficiency levels of ELs;

9 If the State has developed alternate
ELP achievement standards, it has
adopted them only for ELs who are
students with the most significant
cognitive disabilities who cannot
participate in the regular ELP
assessment even with appropriate
accommodations.

Section 6.1Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is heeded/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.217 ELP AchievementStandards Setting
Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

6.1-3 The blue text is the additionalevidence requestedby
Alternate ACCESS for ELLs Standard Setting Study:| previous peer reviewers.

Technical Brief

Critical Element

The State used a technically sound
method ad process that involved
panelists with appropriate experience ai

expertisefor setting: For Alternate ACCESS:

ELP achievement standards and, aj 6.2-1 . . :
T AV Alternate ACCESS for ELLs to Dynamic Learning A Evidence that the State
applicable, alternate ELP . . .
Maps Analysis and process for setting ELP achievement standards, su

achievement standardsuch that:

0 Cut scores are developed for
every grade/grade band, conter|
domain/laguage domain, and/o
composite for which proficieney
level scores are reported.

that cut scores are developed for every grade/grade ba
content domia/language domain, and/or composite for
which proficiencylevel scores are reported.

Document 6.43 (pp. 1215) provides evidence of a
procedure based on a series of logistic regression analy
to derive cut scores for the Alternate ACCESS proficien
levels. In addition to the cut scores for each domain, cu
scores were also determined for four composite scores:
Oral Language, Comprehension, Literacy, and Overag.
derivation of cut scores was&ed on the rationale that the
English language proficiey development of students wit
the most significant cognitive disabilities does not increg
dramatically from one grade level to the nexid thathe
same cut scores are used for all grade clusters (from gr
1 to 12) by domain to help detect grovinhEnglish
language proficiency from year to year. Tabla fresents
the cuts for four domain scores and four composite sco
(p. 15). Sufficient data were not presented. For example
a logistic regression was done, the logistic regression
should beshown inthereporCE 6. 2 r equi
scores are developed for every grade/grade band, conts
domain/language domain, and/or composite for which
proficiencyl evel scores are rep

Documentr6.2l pr ovi des evi dencg
suport statesdé reclassifi
participate in Alternate ACCESS. To this end, the study

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

examined the relationship between Alternate ACCESS
Dynamic Learning Maps (DLM), a content assessment
students with the most significatgnitive disabilities
used in several WIDA states. Findings from the study
showed that the AdrnateACCESS overall composite
proficiency level of P2 (Emerging) best indicates that a
student will receive an At Target or Advanced performal
level on DLM H.A, mathematics and science assessme
(p. 16). The study presentedrigeresting, however it
appears DLM assigns performance levels against grade
level standards, not a single standard across multiple g
levels.This is a reclassification study, nmstandardsetting
study.

Section 6.2Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the St adaedpwesessdorsetting EL® hamievenseht standasds, sunhdhatroet scbres are developed for everyi
grade/grade band, content domain/language domain, and/or composite for which profeiehsgores are reported.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.3 1 Alighed ELP Achievement Standards

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

For ELP achievement standards

The State has ensured that ELP
assessment ressilare expressed in term
that are clearly 4
ELP standards, and its ELP performanc
level descriptors.

If the State has adopted alternate ELP
achievement standards for ELs who are
students with the most significant
cognitive disabiliies, the alternate ELP
achievement standards should be linke(
t he St a-tewligsmdelgandeEdRe
standards, and should reflect professior]
judgment of the highest ELP achieveme
standards possible for ELs who are
students with the most significan
cognitive disabilities.

r3.1-1
Conducting a series of alignment studies

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS:

1 Evidence that ELP assessment results are express
terms that are clearly alignedth the State's ELP
standards and its ELP performance level descriptor

Studies described have not yet been completed. Docun
r3:1 provides evidence of
ensure that ELP assessment results are expressed in t¢
thatareclar 'y al i gned with th
its ELP performancéevel descriptors. The proposed wor
includes a) an alignment study in Summer 2021 of the
online and paper versions of ACCESS to the WIDA 200
and 2012 ELP Standards, and b) a Spring 2021
correspondence study betw
state career and college ready science standards.

The evidence provided by the state does not address th
requested evidence from the initial peer review. In short
alignment studies will not demonate that the process for
developing performance level descriptors was done in g
technically appropriate manner as in the industry standa
methods and the requirements of this CE

For Alternate ACCESS:

91 If the State has developed alternate ELP achievemg
standards, evidence that the alternate ELP achieve
standards are linked to the State's gasel/grade
band ELP standards and reflect professional judgm
of the highest ELP achievement standards possible|

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

ELs who are students with the mostrsfigant
cognitive disabilities.

Critical Element

Document r3.42 provides evidence of the relationship
bet ween the Alternate ACC
standards (see Critical Element 3.1 above) based on a
two-part study designed to 1) explore the alignment

between Altenate ACCESS and the Alternate Model

Performance Indicators (AMPIs), assessable downward
extensions of the Model Performance Indicators (MPIs)
from ELP standards; and 2) examine the linkage betweg
the AMPIs and MPIs.

The WIDA response to this request meéel to CE 3.1
which WIDA did not provide sufficient evidence to meet
This lack of sufficient evidence also applies to this CE.

Section 6.3Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is neededipde brief rationale:

For ACCESS:

1 Evidence that ELP assessment results are expressed in terms that are clearly aligned with the State's ELP standaRiparidritsaBce level descriptors.
For Alternate ACCESS:

1 If the State has developed altem&l P achievement standards, evidence that the alternate ELP achievement standards are linked to the State's grac
level/gradeband ELP standards and reflect professional judgment of the highest ELP achievement standards possible for ELs whis aithshelerost

significant cognitive disabilities.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 6.4 Reporting

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State ngorts its assessment results |
all students assessed, and the reporting
facilitates timely, appropriate, credible,
and defensible interpretations and uses
those results by parents, educators, Sta
officials, policymakers and other
stakeholders, andh¢ public.

The State reports to the public its
assessment results Bnglish language
proficiency for all ELsincluding the
number and percentage of ELs attaining
ELP.

For theELP assessmenthe State

provides coherent and timely informatio

abouteackt udent 6s att

Stateds ELP standa

1 Reportsthe Ls & Engl i s
in terms of the
level/gradeband ELP standards
(including performancéevel
descriptors);

1 Are provided in an understandable
and uniformformat;

1 Are, to the extent practicable, writte
in a language that parents and
guardians can understand or, if it is
not practicable to provide written
translations to a parent or guardian
with limited English proficiency, are
orally translated for suchgpent or
guardian;

6.4-3
ALTERNATE ACCESS for ELLs SPRING 2018
Interpretive Guide for See Reports Grades 12

r6.4-1
ADI-PPT-Notes10.25.19,
See pp.15, 16, 246.

r6.4-2
LEA-Notes12.11.19,
See pp. 4, 5.

r6.4-3
ADI-Notes12.19.19,
See p.1.

The blue text is the additional evidence requestealy
previous peer reviewers.

For ACCESS and Altemate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the State
facilitates timely interpretations and uses of those result
parents, educators, State officiajsplicymakers and other
stakeholders, and the public.

A Evi dence oviestohdremteand$rmelyt e
information about each student's attainment of the Statg
ELP standards to parents that are, to the extent practicd
written in a language that parents and guardians can
understand or, if it is not practicable to provide terit
translations to a parent or guardian with limited English
proficiency, are orally translated for such parent or
guardian.

A Evidence that student r
individual with a disability, provided in an alternative
format accessible that parent.

The provided response contains no evidence that WIDA
facilitates timely interpretations and use of results nor
provides coherent and timely information about each
student 6s attainment of t
of the three critial evidences requested for this CE.

There is no evidence submitted regarding the availabilit
a studentds assessment in
upon request by a parent who is an individual with a
disability.

These aspects of this criticelement willneed to be
addressed by states if the consortium does not provide
evidence of meeting this CE.

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Critical Element Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding

reference) State Documentation or Evidence
1 Upon request by a parent who is an .
individual with a disability as define( For Alternate ACCESS:
by the ADA, as amended, are
provided in an alternative format A Evidence that perfor man
accessible to that parent. on student score reports

Document 2.13 (p. 21) provides edence that Alternate
ACCESS English language proficiency (performance)
levels for the productive and receptive language domair
are included on the Alternate ACCESS Individual Stude
Report.

The AlternateACCESS ISR included additional subscale
that arenot the four domains. These subscales do not
appear to have bene included in the initial peer review g
the peers are concerned that there is not sufficient evids
of reliability and validity nor are there standards set for
these subscales

Section 64 Summary Statement
____No additional evidence is required or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
For ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS:

A Evidence that the State's r ep orpretationganadUses afshese esultsdynparents,eedunaltots,sState affiald, i t
policymakers and other stakeholders, and the public.

A Evidence that the State provides coherent and t i ossdpgarenisthatare, todhe extem
practicable, written in a language that parents and guardians can understand or, if it is not practicable to providensidttiens to a parent or guardian with
limited English proficiency, are orally translatiat such parent or guardian.

A Evidence that student reports are, upon request sideyotrarparéenndi vi dual

For Alternate ACCESS

ADue to the new evidence submitted for this reviewpjtears the original review lacked information on the three subscales that appeahltertia¢eACCESS
ISR. An explanation of the three subscales including validity, standards, reliability, standard setting etc. needsitletde prov

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

Critical Element

SECTION 7: DOESNOT APPLY TO ELP ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW

Consistent with the note on page 1, the evidence requesthd pgér reviewers does not necessarily reflect the final set of additional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elements for the assessment peer revigtya Stadesbsuld refer to the letter to the State,
including the list of additional evidence neddi any, from the Department.
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demonstrate that its assessment system meets all of the critical elernssfor assesment
peer review. Although the peer notes inf
assessment system, the Department makes the final decision regarding whether the
assessment system meets the requirements in the statute and regjolas. As a esult, these
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES for Bureau of Indian Educaion

(ELP assesment)

SECTION 1: STATEWIDE SYSTEM OF STANDARDS AND ASSESSMENTS

Critical Element 1.11 State Adoption of ELP Standards for All English Learners

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggéons Regardng
State Documentation or Evidence

For English language proficiency (ELP)
standards:

The State formally adopted-¥2 ELP
standards for akELs in public schools in
the State

The State formally adopted-K2 ELP standards for all
ELs in scholsin the State as of January 2020.

Final Rule

Standards, Assessments and Accountability System
BIE-funded schools.

Effective Date: 4/27/2020
Document Citation 85 FR 17009
CFR: 25 CFR 30.109, 30.110
8101/20 ESEA

WIDA ELL Program Overview

Live Overviev WIDA ELL in relation to BIE to make
meaning and connection to identification and
application. Recorded for future access and review.

ACCESS for ELLs Adoption of Standards

BIE will align the WIDA ELD 2020 Framework
Standards with Unified Assessmentgioaing in the
spring of 2022 presented in a live webinar recorded f
future access in Reading/Language Arts, Math and
Science

BIE does not provide evidence of any formal admptf
the WIDA ELD Standards or other English language
proficiency standards.

The final rule provided in WIDA ACCESS CE 1.1 shows
the requirement to implement and adopt English langua
proficiency standats, but does not mention the chosen
standards othte adoption process.

Section 1.1 Summary Statement

__No additional evidere isrequired or

__X_ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

1 Evidence that BIEormally adopted K12 ELP standards for alELs in public schools in the State

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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Evidence (Record document and page # for future | Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggtons Regardng
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

1 See examples for Critit&lement 11inA St at ebs .G3. dRepar tmentU of Educati opB8b Assessm

Critical Element

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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Critical Element1.21 Coher ent

(ELP assesment)

and Progressive

ELP Standards

Critic al Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

CommentdNotes/Questions/Suggestions Regling
State Documentation or Evidence

For ELP standards:
The ELP standards:
1 are derived from the four
domains of speaking, listery,
reading,and witing;

levels ofELs; and
alignto the State academic content
standads (see definitiolf). The ELP
standards must contain language
proficiency expectations that reflect the
language needed for ELsaoquire and
demonstate their achievement of the
knowledge and skilldientified in the
St#¢ eds academic co
appropriate to each gradlevel/grade
band in at least reading/language arts,
mathematics, and science.

1 address the different proficienc

ELD 2020 Standards reflect the varied proficiency ley
of identified Els; and will be aligned tbe BIE State

academic content standards. The Etdhdards must

contain language proficiency expectations that reflec
the languagedr ELs to acquire and demonstrate their
achievement of the knowledge and skills identified in
t he St at ed s tsiaodardssappropriate to 1
each graddevel/gradeband in at least reading/languag
arts, mathematics, and science.

I

BIE provides WIDA ACCESS CE 1.2, which contains th
WIDA ELD Standards Framework, 2020 Edition. The
Standards are cleartlerived from thdour domains of
speaking, listening, reading, and writing, and address th
differentproficiency levels of ELs as required by this
critical element.

The WIDA ELD Standards describe the language
proficiency expectations reflecting langeggLs need to
demamstrate proficiency in academic content based on
gradelevel content in social/ingictional language,
language arts, math, science, and social studies.

BIE does not provide any evidence of alignment to-BIE
adopted academic content stards as requiredf this
critical element. Additionally, because there is no evidel
of BIE adoptionof the WIDA ELD Standards provided, it
is not possible to say BIE has met the standheded
requirements of this critical element by submitting
information for WIDA ELD Standards.

Section 1.2Summary Statement

____Noadditional evidence is requirext

_X__ The following additional evidee is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See examples faEritical Elementl.2inA St at e 6 s

Ghedartmenhheot. Educati onb6sp3Assessment

2see pagle 2t4abd ktods

tGuei dle. S. Depart ment of

www.ed.gov/admins/leadéaount/saa.ml

E d u @ Septenber 84s 20Baikldesas me n t

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

Critical Element 1.317 Required Assessments

Critical Element Evidence (Recod document ard page# for future Comments/NotesDuestions/Suggestions Regding
reference) State Documentation or Evidence

The Stateds assess Department staff were able to determine that the B

anannual general and alternate ELP administer€Endish language proficiency assessme

assessmer(aligned with State ELP to students identified as English learnierall grades

standards) administedto: Department staff were able to determine that the B

T AlELsin gades K12. administers an alternate English language proficie

assessment tBnglish learners with the most severe
cognitive disabilities in all grade=xcept for
kindergarten.

Section 13 Summary Statement
_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
T Evidence that the Statebfs assessment system i ncl ud e sevidemce that n

the State hamnplemented Alternate ACCESS for kindergarten once it becomes available).

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

Critical El ement 1.4i Policies forlncluding All Students in Assessments

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Critical Element

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Docunentation or Evidence

1 TheState hasglicies thatrequirethe
inclusionof all public elementary
and secondary EL
ELP assessmentincluding ELs with
disabilities.

Department staff determined that the BIE has not
provided sufficient evidence for this critical elemen
The submissioprovided a statement that all EL
students would take the ACCESS or Alternate
ACCESSas scheduled on the dates identified on th
BIE State pagef the WIDA website The submission
alsostated that the WIDA Test Administration
Manual and the WIDA Accessihiji and
Accommodations Supplemeidientify policies and
procedures to ensure a standardized test
administratiorand create a similar test environmen
for all studentsDocumentation was not provided to
demonstrate BIE adoption of policies requiring all b
students participation in tHenglish language
proficiency assessment dissemination of this policy
in materials forschool and district staff.

Section1.4 Summary Statement

_X__ The followingadditional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:

and

assessment system;

9 Evidence the State requires the inclusion of all public elementary and secondary school students in its assessmentkessigrarahd
consistently communicates this requirement to districts and sql@oglsest coordinator, test administration, and accommodations mgnual

1 For students with disabilitiesyidence opolicieswhich state that all students with disabilities in the State, including those children wit
disabilities publicly placed iprivate schools as a means of providing special education and related services, must be included in th

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,

including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

Critical Element 1.57 Meaningful Consultation in the Develg@ment of Challenging State Standards and Assssments

(Note this is a new requireméunder ESSAso it does not apply to standards and assessments adopted prior to the passage of ESSA (Decémber 2015)

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and pag# for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Quesbns/Suggestios Regarding
State Documetation or Evidence

If the State has developed or amended
challengingeLP standards and
assessments, the State has conducted
meaningful and timely consultation with!
1 Stateleaders, inlading the Governor,
members ofhe State leglature and
State board foeducation (if the State
has a State board of education).

1 Local educational agencies (includiy
those located in rural areas).

1 Representatives of Indian tribes
located inthe State.

I Teaches, principals, other sclob
leaders, chder school leaders (ihe
State has charter schools), specializ
instructional support personnel,
paraprofessionals, administrators,

other staff, and parents.

Department staff determined that the documentatig
submitted demonstrated the BIE conducted
meaningful consultation that provided tribal
representatives, teachers, school administrators, g
other stakeholders an opportunitygarticipate.
Department staff believe the BIE has provided
sufficient evidence for this critical element.

Section 15 Summary Statanent

_X__ No additional eidence is required

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

SECTION 2: ASSESSMBNT SYSTEM OPERATION S
Critical Element 2.17 Test Design andDevelopment

Critical Ele ment

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

1

The Statedstestest d
developnent pocess is welkuited forthe
content, $ technically sound, aligs the

assessments tthe depth and breadth of
the Stat eds arfmllinBludest

Statement(s) of the purposes of the
assessments and the intended
interpretations iad uses of reults;
Test blueprints that desbe the
strudure of each assessment i
sufficient detail to support the
development of assessments that a
technically sound, measure the dep
and breadthof he St at ed
standards and support the inteed
interpretéionsand uses of the result;
Processes to sare that the ELP
assessent is tailored to the
knowledge and skills included the
St at eds ELaRdreflécts n
appropriate inclusion of the range 0
complexity found in the standards.
If the State admiiistels computer
adaptive assements, the i@ pool
and item selectioprocedures
adequately support the test design
and intended uses and interpretatio
of results.

If the State administers a computer
adaptive assessment, it makes
proficiency determinabns with

respect to the grade which the

See WIDA

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.

11
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student is enrolled and us¢hat

determination for all reporting.
If the State administers a content
assessment that includes portfolios, sud
assessment may be partially administer
through a pofblio but maynot be
entirelyadministeredhrough a portftio.

Sectin 2.1 Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

____The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/briationale]

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,

including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
12



STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES for Bureau of Indian Educaion

(ELP assesment)

Critical Element 2271 Item Develgppment

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State uses reasonable and technici
sound procedugs todevelop and setd
items to:
I Assess student English lamage
proficiency based onthfeét at e q
ELP standardsin terms of content
and language processes.

See WIDA

Section 2.2Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

___ Thefollowing aditional evidence is needepiovide brief rationale:
1 [list additional evidence needed w/brief rationale]

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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STATE ASSESSMENT PEER REVIEW NOTES for Bureau of Indian Educaion

(ELP assesment)

Critical Element 2.31 Test Administration

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/NotesQuestions/Sugestilns Regading
State Doaimentation or Evidence

The State implements policies and
procedures for standardized test
administration; specifically, the State:

il

Has established and communicates
educators clear, thorough and
consistent staratdized procdures
for theadministratiorof its
assessments, inading administration
with accommodations;

Has established procedures to ensy
that general and special education
teachers, paraprofessionals, teache
of ELs, specialized instructional
sypport personel, ard other
appropriate stff receive necessary
training to administer assessments
and know how to administer
assessments, including, as necesse
alternate assessments, and know h
to make use of appropriate
accommodations during assessitse
for all gudens withdisabilities;

If the State administered¢hnology
based assessments, the State has
defined technology and other relate
requirements, included technolegy
based test administration in its
standardized procedures for test
administraion, and esiblisted
coningency plansd address possibl
techndogy challenges during test
administration.

BIE utilizes all federal guidelines for establishing
communication for LEAs and all educators a clear,
thorough, and consistent standardized procedures f
the administrabn of its assesments, including
administration with accommodations.

ALL test administrators are to complete WIDA onling
training for ACCESS and Alternate ACCESS for
certification each academic year and shared on the
State Page withiWIDA. These reglts are accegde
and used to assist in guidance for access and
completion.

Example: 2.3

Review of these indicators are included in the followi
webinar trainings:

WIDA ELD Standards Overview
WIDA Overview
Unified Assessments Training

All trainings were initially live with recorded access
made available on the BIE website within WIDA and
the Unified Assessments location within TEAMS

All recorded trainings provided test administrators
guidance to prepare ffetatewide administration and th
inclusion of English Larners.

Additionally, beginning in the 2022 ACCESS
administration, ALL educators within the LEA must
enter and complete to the level of certification for

WIDA ACCESS and WIDA Alternate ACCESS

BIE describes procedures and assures compliance in
narrative form but mvides no supporting evidence or
backup documentation siwing that these policies are
formalized, implemented internally, or shared externally
Training materials and webinars referenced are not
provided as evidence, and descriptions of the WIDA
training materials are not provided.

BIE does not provide any iofmation regarding
accommodations on the WIDA ACCESS assessment.

BIE does not refer to or prowdany information on the
Alternate ACCESS assessment procedures or trainings

BIE does not provide aninformation regarding use of
technology, as required hlyis critical element.

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

Trainings specific to ACCESS and Alternate ACEE
are within he WIDA website Secure Portal with
expectations for and monitoring of access and contel
completioni certified if offered.

Section 2.3Summary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/providef rationde:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.
1 See eamples for Critical Element2.3#l St at ebs GDegdartmenheot. Educati onodspd4B&2sessment

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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(ELP assesment)

Critic al Element2.41 Monitoring Test Administration

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documentationor Evidence

The State adequately monitors the
administration ofts State assessments ti
ensure that standardized test
administration procedures are
implemented with fidelity acrosdistricts
and schools. Monitoring of test
administratiorshould be dewnstrated for
all assessments in the State system: the
general ELRassessments and the AELP

Documentation submitted by the BIE provided
policies for test administratioepartment staffiote
that while documeiationof policies, procedures or
evidence of BIE monitoring of test administrations
were notprovided the submission did include a notg
thata monitoring form was being developed ghahs
for monitoring the 2022 2023administration of
English language proficiey assessments.

Section 2.4Summary Satement

assessments and the AELPA.

_X___ The following alditional evidenceis needed/provide brief rationale:
Evidence that iadequately monitors the administrationitefState assessments to ensure that standardized test administration procedures are imp,
with fidelity acrosdistricts and schools. Monitoring of test administragsbould be dewnstrated forall assessments in the State system: the general

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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Critical Element 2.571 Test Securit

(ELP assesment)

Critical Element

Evidence (Record doament and page # for future
reference)

Comments/Notes/Queions/Suggesibns Regarding
State Documentation or Evidence

The State has impmented and
documented an appropriate set of polici
and procedures to prevent test
irregularities and ensure theégtity of
test results through:

f

=a =

Prevention of any assessnhe
irregulariies, includirg mairtaining
the security of test materials (both
during test development and at time
of test administration), proper test
preparation guidelines and
administration proadures, incident
reporting procedures, consequence
for corfirmed violations of test
security, and equirements for annua
training at thedistrict and school
levels for all individuals involved in
test administration;

Detection of test irregularities;
Remaliation following any test
security incidents involving anof

the Staté assessmest

Investigation ofalleged or factual tes
irregulaities.

Application of test security
procedures to the general ELP

assessments and the AELPA.

The BIE has implemdad and documented an
appropriate set of policies and procedures to prevent
irregularities and ensure the integrity of test results
through the folbwing: Prevention of any assessment
irregularities, including maintaining the security of tes
materiat (both during test development and at time of
test administration). Proper test preparation guideling
and administration procedures, incideaporting
procedures, consequences for confirmed violations o
test security, and requirements for annual trgjrt the
district and school levels for all individuals involved ir|
test administration.

ACCESS for ELLS policies and procedures are locat
within the Test Coordinator Manual for WIDA ACCES
and WIDA Alternate ACCESS.

BIE utilizes WIDA guidelines for dministering
ACCESS for ELLs on the BIE State Page on the WIL
website.

BIE does not provid anystatespecific evidence for this
critical element beyond a narrative description/assurand
compliance.

BIE does not provide any information regarduhgecting
test irregularities, nor how these issues are investigated
remedied.

No informatian isprovided for Alternate ACCESS.

Section 2.55ummary Statement

No additional evidence is required or

_X__ The followhg additionalevidence is needed/pvide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.

1 See examples for Critical Elemensth A St at e b s

Ghedartmenhheotl. Educati onb6spdd44sessment

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
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Critical Element 261 Systems for Protecting Data Integrity and Privacy

Critical Element

Evidence (Record document and page # for future
reference)

Commernts/Notes/Questions/Suggestions Regarding
State Documatation or Evidence

The State hapolicies and procedures in
place to protect the integrity and
confidentiality of itstest materials, test
related data, and personally identifiable
information, specifcally:

f

To protect the integrity of its test
relateddata in test admistration,
scoring, storage and use of results
To secure studetiével assessment
data and protect student privacy an|
confidentiality, including guidelines
for districtsard schools;

To protect personally identifiable
information aboutny individual
student in reporting, including
defining the mitmum number of
students necessary to allow reportir
of scores for all students and studer
groups.

BIE WIDA Lead, once notified, registers new/updateq
test coordinators for LEAs as well as assigns through
WIDA system, privileges of users to align assto
individual roles. This is evidence in passwqmmbtected
accaunts that must be completed once the LEA
personnel registered receive guidance.

This process intent is to secure studentl assessment
data and protects student privacy.

Data is colleted and reported within the compilation o
living data bases for lthssessments as multiple roles
assumed by some individuals. This system is update
regularly.

BIE describes an internal policy to protect access to the
WIDA ACCESS testing system thrgh restricted access,
but provides no evidence that this policydsmalized and
implemented/shared internally and/or externally.

BIE provides no evidence of guides for student privacy
and confidentiality shared with or implement by schools

BIE does not address sensitive student data, including R
and how reprding process protect these data. BIE does
define the minimum number of students required for

reporting.

Section 2.6Summary Staement

No addtional evidence is required or

_X__ The following additional evidence is needed/provide brief rationale:
1 BIE must provide evidence for all requirements within this Critical Element.

I See examples for Critical Elemen62h A St at ed s

GhDedart menheot. Educ KeviewRratess.44/s e s s me n t

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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SECTION 3: TECHNICAL QUALITY 1 VALIDITY

Critical Element 3.11 Overall Validity, Including Validity Based on Content

Evidence (Record document and page # for future Comments/Notes/Questions/SuggestierRegarding

Critical Element ) i
reference) State Documentationor Evidence

The State hadocumente@dequate
overall validityevidercefor its
assessmats consistent with nationally
recognized profesional and technical
testing standards.
evidence includes evideathat:

See WIDA

The St at e d entdeaBuraa s
the knowledge and skillspecified in the
St at e 0 sdad@sLiRludeg a n

1 Documentation of adequate
alignment betweenth St at e |
assessment and the ELP standards
assessment is designed to measure
terms of language knowledge and
skills, the depth and breadth of the
Stateds ELP stan
proficiencylevels domains, and
modalities identified therein;

1 Documentation of alignment (as
defined) between
standards and the lamage demands
implied by, or exgptitly stated in, the
St at e 0 s coatenasthedardsc

1 If the Stateadministers a AELPA
aligned with alternate ELP
achievement standds, the
assessment shows adequate linkag
to the Stateds E
of cortent match (i.e., no unrelated
content) and that the breadth of
conten and linguistic complexity

Corsistentwith the note on page 1, the evidence requédstdtie peereviewers does not necessarily reflect the finalsdetdditional evidence, if any, that a State may need to
submit to demonstrate that its assessmeniesymets all of the critical elaents br the assessment peer review. As a resuligta Should efer D the letter to the State,
including the list 6additional evidence needgif any, from the Department.
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